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seived ; . 
of a n from Connecticut—a State which, I believe, only 
4 


three years ago, proposed to allow negroes to vote, and by 
about three to one, T think, the privilege Was _retused. 
These gentlemen come here, and, in the District of Colum- 
bia, with a slaveholding population, place upon record their 
- h the white man.” 

qa vine State. There are others. The people of 
finois have voted that no negro shall come upos her soil; 
not only that the negro shall not have equal political priv- 
ileges, but that he shall otlive there ; yet there are some 
of the Representatives of that State upon this floor who 
yoted that here he is to bea freeman and equal with a white 
citizen of the District.” 


yotes that they desire that the negro shall be placed on an 


He (Mr. S.) denied that the gentleman from | 


Pennsylvania could draw any such conclusions 
from the vote of Illinois members who had voted 
against laying Mr. Gippines’s bill on the table. 
There was probably no member in the House 


more opposed than he was to allowing slaves or | 


free negroes to vote. Upon what ground does the 
gentleman make this declaration? Why, because 
certain members voted against laying on the table 
a bill introduced by a member from Ohio, [Mr. 
Gippines,] of which the following is the title: 

« 4 bill to authorize the people of the District of Colum- 
bia to express their desire as to the existence of slavery 
therein.” 


This bill, he said, had been introduced, and read | 
a first and second time, without objections being | 


made. Mr. Guopines then wished to have the bill 


engrossed, and put upon its passage. Mr. Tuomp- |! 


son, of Missjssippi, moved to lay it on the table. | 


Mr. Cuarman, of Maryland, rose to move that 


the bill be referred to the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia. He supposed, he said, that | 


the motion to lay the bill on the table took prece- 


dence. The bill was laid upon the table by a vote | 


of 106 for, to 79 against. 


He (Mr. 8S.) said, the vote against laying on | 


the table was no committal in favor of the bill, 
and was not so considered by parliamentary usage. 
The bill contained clauses that he never could 


| 


vote for; but as it was stated by the gentleman | 


introducing it, that he did so at the instance of 
many highly respectable citizens of the District, 


he voted against laying on the table, with the view | 
of sustaining the motion of the honorable member | 


from Maryland, [Mr. Cuapman,] chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, which 
motion was to refer it to that committee. 
the proper and appropriate place for such a bill. 


The location of the gentleman, and his thor- | 


ough knowledge of the wants and wishes of the 


people of the District, would enable him to frame | 
such a bill as would be acceptable to the people of | 
the District, and meet the views of a majority of | 
If the voting against laying on the | 
table was to be taken as being in favor of a bill, |! 
he might show that a number of southern mem- | 


the House. 


bers were in favor of the resolution of the gentle- 


man from New York, (Mr. Gorr;] for, upon the 


motion for sustaining the previous question and 
ordering the main question, twenty-seven south- 
ern gentlemen voted in the affirmative, when, if 
they had voted in the negative, the main quyes- 
tion would not have been sustained. They were 
found voting with the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Groprnes,] and the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Patrrey,] and 
others who, he believed, gloried in being Aboli- 
tionists. He did not think, however, that parlia- 
mentary usage would set them down as committed 
in favor of Mr. Gorr’s resolutions because they 
voted for ordering the main question, any more 
than his voting against laying on the table the bill 
introduced by Mr. Gippinesewould commit him 
in favor of that bill, 

Mr. S. said, that from the time he became a 
member of this House up to the agitation of the 
question of the extension of slavery into the ter- 
ritory acquired by our late treaty with Mexico, 
he had uniformly voted with his southern friends 
upon all questions involving their property in 
slaves, and he would always be found sustain- 
ing the rights guarantied to them by the com- 
promises of the Constitution. He was as much 
opposed to the agitation of the slavery question 
a8 any gentleman in the House; and 
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It was | 


ut for || to contend in a fair field. 
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seventy-seven votes: among them were the votes |' the fanatics (he did not wish to use the term in 


an offensive sense) of the North and South, there 
would have been little difficulty in the settlement 
of this question. He had felt that it was un- 
generous in his southern friends to force gentle- | 
men who had stood by them on so many occasions 
to vote on propositions where they must necessa- 
rily be subject to have their views misrepresented. 
There were many gentlemen on the Democratic 
side of the House who occupied a similar position 
with himself in relation to the bill introduced by 
Mr. Giwpincs—gentlemen as little likely to give 
blacks the privilege of voting as any member from 
any slave State in the Union. This question, 
however, (said Mr. S.,) must be met, and it should 
, be met openly and manfully; and every member 
should have an opportunity to place himself right 
before the House and the country. He felt justi- 
fied in saying that he would guard the interests of 
the South in all her legal and constitutional rights 
as sacredly as would his honorable friend trom 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown;] but while he would 
do this, he could not refrain from saying, that he 
considered slavery a moral and pecuniary evil, awd 
that it should never, by his countenance or vote, 
be extended into any territory belonging to the 
United States where it does not now exist. 
Mr. VENABLE obtained the floor, and yielded, 
for purposes of explanation, to 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, who said he 
had no intention of placing any gentleman in a 
false position; but instead of getting out of temper 
with him, they had better put themselves right on 
the record. It was the interpretation given to it 
everywhere with which they should quarrel, not 
with him. He would also say that he was in favor, 
either by Congress or through the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, of suppressing in the District— 
what was represented to be carried on within it—a 
traffic in slaves. This he was ready and desirous 
to do in such manner as that the rights of the peo- 
ple who hold slaves should not be violated. The 
traffic complained of was that of bringing slaves 
from the State of Maryland merely to be sold to 
the South. ‘This kind of traffic, which was probib- 
ited by several of the slave States, ought not to be 
allowed in the District; and if the people desired 
| to prevent it, he thought they ought to be enabled 
to do it. When he voted to lay the bill on the 
|| table, he did not know it was proposed to recom- 
mit it to acommittee and take deliberate action 
upon it, or he would not have voted as he did. 
He looked upon it as merely another question for 
agitation, and in the present temper of the House 
and the country, he did not think any right action 
could take place on the subject. Ifa bill could be 
made and considered in the right spirit, he had no 
doubt both South and North would agree to it. 
Mr. VENABLE resumed the floor, and re- 
marked that he had no purpose to occupy much 
of the time of the House. He would not have 
| said one word but for the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Iilinois, [Mr. Smrru,] who had aliuded 
to the vote sustaining the previous question on the 
resolutions offered by the gentleman from New 
| York, (Mr. Gorr.] He had voted on that occa- 
sion for sustaining the previous question; but it 
|| was after the House, by a decided vote, had 
| refused to lay the resolutions on the table, on 
| the motion of the gentleman from Georgia,] Mr. 
Haratson.] The House assumed jurisdiction 
| on these resolutions; and he (Mr. V.) was one 
of those who thought it due to the South that 
the extent of the spirit which had thus refused 
to lay on the table resolutions containing in their 
sreamble a gross insult to the South, should be 
nown. The conduct of southern genlemen had 
been frequently arraigned for sustaining the pre- 
vious question. The people had a right to know 
the full extent of the evil. For himself, he voted 
| to lay on the table; and thus, with other southern 
| gentlemen, did everything but supplicate the for- 
| bearance of the majority in the agitation of this 
| exciting subject. When that failed, he voted for 
the previous question. 
|| that the enemy should come out with all his armor, 
Fe always preferred an 


It was due to the South |! 
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enemy with weapon in hand, to one whose attitude 
was equivocal, but in whose sleeve the stiletto was 
concealed. if they fell by the powers of the one, 
it was after a fair struggle, and when they had had 
an opportunity to quit themselves like men. But 
there could be neither defence against danger, nor 
glory in the result, where the first intimation of the 
approach of the assassin was the deadly wound. 
The gentleman from Llinois[Mr. Sairn] speaks 
of the union of southern and northern fanaties on 
the subject of slavery; and I suppose he means 
those who voted to sustain the previous question 
on those resolutions— 
Mr. SMITH. Will the eentleman from North 
Carolina permit me to explain ? 
Mr. VENABLE gave way. 
Mr. SMITH. | meant no allusion to the gen- 
tlemen who gave that vote. | spoke generally of 
fanaticism North and South. , 
Mr. VENABLE. The gentleman’s explanation 
is received. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsyfvania, wished to say 
one word in explanation, now that the gentleman 
from Illinois was on the floor. 
Mr. VENABLE givine way— 
Mr. b. said, that the gentleman from Hlinois, he 
(Mr. B.) was satisfied, did not mean what he said. 
The gentleman had said that he (Mr. B.) eut- 
Heroded Herod in the advocacy of southern rights. 
tle certainly could not have meant this, because 
he would defend southern rights as he (Mr. 8.) 
would——— 
Mr. SMITH. I said so. 
Mr. BROWN. Then how could I out-Herod 
Herod in defending southern rights ? 
Mr. VENABLE resumed. tle said it was sin- 
gular that the term fanaticism should be applied to 
gentiomen who only assert their rights and elaim 
the guaranties of the Constitution. He asked when 
or where did the South ever encroach upon the 
institutions of the North, of intermeddie with their 
policy or their rights? He was deeply concerned 
when he declared that the vote on the resolutions 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Gort] 
convinced him that the spirit of hosulity to the 
institutions of the South was irresistible in the free 
States. Strong indeed must be the current which 
drove grave and experienced statesmen, by its 
impulse, and compelled them to vote for auch a 
preamble as that which introduced those resolu- 
tions. ‘The influence of that spirit among their 
constituents must be overwhelming indeed, when 
they could not vote down a propesition contaming 
an insult to the South. Who would vote for a bill 
for the relief of any gentleman in this House which 
contained a preanible denouncing him as an un- 
principled wretch? When the spirit is so rabid at 
home as not to admit of such an explanation, this 
fact was a subject of grave apprehension. It de- 
monstrated that the bonds which unite us were in 
great danger. He wished to be understood: he 
loved the Union, as it was organized and adopted 
by those patriotic and noble spirits who had given 
us this compact; he loved the Union, that holy 
marriage-contract of the States, honored and hon- 
orable. But he feared that there were those who 
only loved the connection, and not the Union. He 
desired the marriage relation with its sacred char- 
tere, and its holy securities, when each sustained 
the rights, the interesta, and the reputation of the 
other; not meretricious connection, which promoted 
the happiness of one party and secured the disgrace 
and ruin of the other. While a sense of justice 
produces its legitimate results in action, this sound 
| relation of union amongst these States must con- 
|| tinue, 
» He had voted for the previous question on the 

'| resolutions of the gentleman from New York, 
‘| (Mr. Gorr,] to show that an evil spirit was 
|| abroad. ‘That which was at first agitated for mere 

| popularity at home has spread like the devouring 

| flame which imprudent children had kindled in the 
forest, merely to adinire its bightness, ‘The de- 
vouring element has escaped control, unless those 
who kindled it come honestly to the rescue. Let 
|| them come to this patriotic work, and alarm will 
| cease, and kind relations be restored. 
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Mr. HUDSON said that when he came to the 
House this morning, he had not the least intention 
of troubling it with any remarks; and he had not 
risen now for the purpose of making a speech upon 


this subject. But after having had this morning 
another specimen of defiance and of challenge from 
gentlemen on the other side of the House—afier 
hearing the old st reotyped accusation that gen- 
tlemen on his side of the House were afraid of their 
constituents at home, he had been induced to rise 
with a view to say avery few words in reply 
to these imputations. And, in the first place, he 
would ask from what source they came? They 
came from gentieomen whose course on this loor—— 

Mr. VENABLE, (tnterposing.) J hope the 
gentleman will allow me to say a single word. I 
except the centleman’s district 

Mr. HUDSON. Lask no exception in my be- 
half. I will receive none in behalf of my district. 

The gentleman who had just resumed his sent 
(Mr. H. pro eeded lo say had rey 
ment which had been made several times, that 


genuemen on this side of the Elouse were afraid of 


eated the state 


their constituents, and that they were compelled to 
vote in opposition to their own convictions. 

Now, he would ask, what was there in the 
course of that gentleman which authorized him to 
hurl imputations of this character upon him (Mr. 
Hi.) or upon other cantlemen on that side of the 
House? Had not the centieman told us over and 
over again, that the laws of his own State on this 
subject were wise and proper? Had he not inti- 
mated that he was willing to apply the same pro- 
visions to the District of Columbia that existed in 
hia own State? And had not the gentleman withina 
few moments voted to reject utterly a bill applica- 
ble to this District, contaming no other provisions, 
he (Mr. TH.) believed, than those which were con- 
tained the laws of most of the southern States? 

Mr. VENABLE, (interposing. >} The State of 
North Carolina has no such provision as that con- 
tained in the bill before the House. 

Mr. HUDSON, (continuing.) He was aware 
that the State of North Carolina was so situated 
that she had not thought iti cessury to pass laws 
such as the States of Mississippi, Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, and several other slaveholding States had 
passed. Now, he understood that the bill which 
had been read here, and which his friend from 
North Carolina (Mr. Venavie) had voted to lay 
on the table—which he was willing to strangle 
without debate—was only applying to the District 
of Columbia those wise and wholesome provisions 
which gentlemen from the slaveholding States had 
been pleased to adopt within their own jurisdiction. 

Mr. BAYLY (interposing) desired to ask a 
question. 

Mr. HUDSON having yielded the floor— 

Mr. BAYLY said, to what law of Virginia does 
the gentleman from Massachusetts refer as being 
similar to this bill? I know of no such law. 

Mr. HUDSON. I understand that there is a 
lew in Virginia prohibiting slaves from being 
brought into that State for sale there. 

Mr. BAYLY. There is no such law. 

Mr. HUDSON. ‘There has been such a law; 
and if the State has been on the retrograde, the gen- 
tleman is welcome to all the honor to be derived 
from such a course. 

Another remark which the gentleman from 
North Carolina made, and which had on several 
occasions been made on that side of the House, was, 
that the North was perpetually encroaching on the 
South, and that no instance can be presented in 
which the South hasin any degre eencroached upon 
the rights of the North. Now, he would ask the 
attention of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bay- 
Ly,] and of other gentleman to the laws which their 
States had passed imprisoning the free colored citi- 
zens of the United States who came into their waters. 
Was not this an encroachment on the rights of the 
North? In the State of Massachusetts the black 
man was as much a citizen as the white man. He 
was made a citizen before the adoption of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and when Massa- 
chusetts came into the Union, every colored citizen 
of that State was as much a citizen of that State, 
and, of course, of the United States, as any white 
man whatsoever. And the laws of Virginia, the 
laws of South Carolina, and the laws of several 
other States authorized the imprisonment of these 
individuals whenever they might come into the 
waters of these States, not because they had been 


guilty of the commission of a crime, but because | 


- 
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of the color of their skin. 
ther 

Mr. BAYLY, (again interposing.) ‘The gentle- 
man is mistaken about the laws of Virginia. I 
assure the gentleman that he does not understand 
them. 

Mr. HUDSON. I know very well that the laws 
of Louisiana and South Carolina are similar to the 
description [ have given; and I have understood 
that the State of Virginia had laws of the same 
character; if not, so be it. I say that those States 
have not only passed laws by which the free citi- 
zens of Massachusetts and of New England are 
imprisoned, but they have gone further: they have 
arrogated to themselves the right of passing a law 
which should not be annulled by the supreme judi- 
cial tribunal of the United States. They will not 
suffer an appeal to be taken. I know they have 
contended that their laws are constitutional; but, 
on the other side, it is contended that they are not 
constitutional; and, in such a contest, all that the 
citizens of Massachusetts ask is, that one of these 
eases may be brought before the Supreme Court 
of the United States. If the Supreme Court should 
sustain the law, the State of Massachusetts will 
bow with due submission to the decision. If the 
Supreme Courtannul the law, Massachusetts would 
expect that the State of South Carolina would con- 
form her legislation to that decision. 

But no; our friends of the South are not willing 
to submit a question of this kind to the tribunal 
which the Constitution of the United States has 
provided for the adjustment of such difficulties. 
And if a northern citizen, if any individual of high 
character should go to one of these States—an in- 
dividual whose character would, in every respect, 
raise him beyond suspicion—he is not permitted 
to take the necessary steps to bring one of the 
cases before the Supreme Court; but is informed 
that unless he leaves the city forthwith, his per- 
son, and perhaps his life, may be in danger. 

Now, with such laws upon their statute books, 
with such a course adopted, sustained, counte- 
nanced, and justified by public sentiment, gentle- 
men from the South come here and challenge the 
production of a single instance in which the South 


They have gone fur- 





has in any degree interfered with the rights of the || 


North. 


Mr. HARALSON interposed and said, that, 


with the permission of the gentleman, he desired 


to put a question. 

ir, HUDSON yielded for the purpose. 

Mr. HARALSON. The question I want to 
ask is this: Did not these laws of the South, of 
which the gentleman speaks, grow out of the in- 
terference with southern institutions by the North 
itself, and were they not enacted by the South as 
a means of preventing the evils of which they com- 
plained ? 

Mr. HUDSON. The laws of the South, as I 
understand, go to this extent: If the vessels of New 
England anchor in the harbor of Charleston, South 
Carolina, and have a colored cook (for example) 
on board, who does not set his foot on shore, the 
officers of South Carolina go on board that vessel, 
take the cook on shore, imprison him, and keep 
him until the vessel is ready to depart; and then 
the master of the vessel must pay the charges. 

Nor has the State confined 

Mr. RHETT interposed, and asked leave to say 
a word in explanation. 

Mr. HUDSON having yielded the floor— 


— 





Mr. RHETT said that he thought the gentleman ‘| 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] was mistaken. 
He (Mr. R.) understood the gentleman to say 
that the law was aggressive peculiarly upon the 
people of the North—that it was leveled against 
the people of the northern States. In this, the 
gentieman was in error. The law was made ap- 
plicable to the people of Great Britain, and to the 


people of all other portions of the world, as well | 


as to the North—to all States whatever. 
One word more, and he would resume his seat. 
Whilst the gentleman was asserting that this policy 
n the part of the South was an aggressive policy 
upon the people of the North, did he not know 
that the very law itself sprung from an insurrec- 


—— movement in the city of Charleston, got up | 
inthe North against the property and the lives of the | 


people of the South? Such was the fact. Had the 
South, then, acted on the aggressive, or on the de- 
fensive? 


Mr. HUDSON (continuing.) 


judge of the United States court, himself a ¢; 


The gentle- | 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Rugrt] asks me | 
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if 1 did not know that the law to which I refer a, 
plies not only to citizens of the North, but me . 
subjects of Great Britain and of all foreign p Atio “4 
I am acquainted with that portion of the histor | 
this law which has reference to subjects of G ee 
sritain. I know that the city of Charleston as 
State of South Carolina, attempted to enforce 7 
laws in that respect. I know that the British... 
thorities at once demanded satisfaction. Any)... 
tion was made here at the city of Washingtoy an 
‘know that this question was brought bef, $i 


i “rea 


of the State of South Carolina, and that he. a a . 
ern judge, pronounced the law unconstitutinns) 
and void, And I venture to say now, that who. 
ever laws may exist in South Carolina, So, 


Carolina knows too well the character with whoyr 
she is dealing to attempt to enforce her laws agains 
the subjects of Great Britain. . 

Mr. RHETT, (again interposing.) 
man isutterly mistaken. 


. 


yy, 
The gentle. 
" : . 
The law is enforced, a) 


d 

- . 4 
has been enforced in every instance down to +) ” 
hour against the subjects of Great Britain—ey vally 


against them as against the people of the North, 

Severan Voices. And of the South, too. 

Mr. RHETT, (continuing.) I say this with» 
knowledve of the truth of what Tsay. South Car. 
olina has held an equal hand toall, and has flinched 
from none. 

A word more. I am anxious that we show}i 
get at the truth of this matter. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is entirely in error. Subjecis 
of Great Britain do come under this law. It is not 
two years since an application was made to the 
Legislature of South Carolina, chiefly owing to 
British influence, to have the law modified as to 
the mode jn which these parties should be put 
into ara The complaint was, that they were 
not put into the kind of keeping which waa proper 
for them, but that they were imprisoned in com- 
mon with persons who had been guilty of crimes; 
and this, it was said, was not proper. Upon that 
ground the matter was brought up before the Le- 
gislature of South Carolina, chiefly by means of 
British influence, as 1 have said, through the 
British consul in the city of Charleston. | repeat, 
that we have held an even and an impartial hand. 
We have not flinched. And we have shown no 
deference to the Lion of Great Britain, which we 
would not pay to the people of the North. 

Mr. HUDSON, (continuing.) I know the chiv- 
alrous character of the people of the South. I 
suppose that they are willing to meet the wort in 
arms. I know that they will not bow before the 
British Lion or any other Power. I know they 
have not bowed to the authority of the United 
States; for 1 know that United States vessels have 
gone into the city of Charleston, and that they 
have suffered a police officer to go on board and 
take their colored hands and imprison them, and 
that on their departure they had to pay the jail 
fees. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, rose to ex- 

lain. 

Mr. HUDSON yielded the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES said that the gentleman was en- 
tirely mistaken in the position that he had stated. 
In the case to which he had referred, (that of Elk- 
enson,) a colored cook was taken from on board 
a British merchantman, carried to jail, and brought 
up upon a habeas corpus before Judge Johnson. It 
was decided by Judge Johnson that the taking of 
the cook ayd his imprisonment were unconsutu- 
tional. Upon that decision being made, the British 
minister at the seat of Government represented to 
the then Secretary of State the hardship of the 
case. ‘The Secretary of State referred the consti- 
tutional question to the then Attorney General, 


Mr. Berrien, now a Senator of the United States, 


and requested him to give to it a calm and deliber- 
ate investigation. Upon that investigation, the 
Secretary of State hgcame convinced that the law 
was not unconstitutional as being a police regula- 
tion, and he so informed the British minister. And 


‘the British minister from that time to this has ac- 


quiesced in the confinement of colored seamen 
coming to Charleston. ie 

The whole thing was done’ with a view to self- 
protection after the.experience of the year 1823, in 


| consequence of Denmark Vesey and other biacks 


coming from the North for the purpose of creaung 
an insurrection, which was prevented only by 
timely discovery from bursting, with all is hor- 
rors, upon the city of Charleston. 
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Mr. HUDSON. I say, as the rentleman him- 
colf admits, that the only adjudication that there 
been of this question has been against the 
ritutionality ofthe law. Lt has been declared 
unconatitutional and void. The gentleman | 
refers to the opinion of one Attorney General as 
-. vor of the constitutionality of the law. I know 
chere are opinions in its favor. 1 know aiso that 
another Attorney General, (Mr. Wirt,) and other 
men as much distinguished for talent and fegal 
‘earning, have given opinions against the law. 

“Mr, ASHMUN asked his colleague to yield 
the floor for a moment. 
~ Mr. HUDSON having done so— 

Mr. ASHMUN proceeded to remark, that he 
thought both gentlemen had overlooked the true 
aint at issue, if any issue there was, between the 
North and the South.. The question was not as 
+o the constitutionality of the State law of South 
Carolina, or of any other State, with reference to its 
-xiernal operation on foreign nations. He might 
ifer from the opinion of Judge Johnson, or of 
thers; but (he was understood to say) his own 
opinion was, that towards all persons not 
etizens of the United States, South Carolina might 
have the right to pass such a law. But the law 
nrovided for the imprisonment of our own citizens. 
4nd South Carolina, in defiance of the express 
nrovision of the Constitution, made her State police 
‘aws operate upon the citizens of Massachusetts. 
This they had no right to do. He desired to read 
the clause of the Constitution to which he referred. 
it was in these words: . 

“ The citizens of each State shali be entitled to all privi- 
feges and immunities of citizens in the several States.”’ 

That (Mr. A. continued) was the constitutional 
nrovision. The State of Massachusetts, ever since 
she became a State, had always recognized every 
man asa citizen, and he was as much entitled to 
protection, if he was black, as any white man on 
this floor could be. 

Mr. HUDSON resumed the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose to a | 
question of order. He sebmitted whether this 
debate in relation to the Jaws of South Carolina 
was in order? 

The SPEAKER. The debate has taken a very 
wide ranve, ’ 

Mr. THOMPSON. The question I ask of the 
Chair is, whether the debate is in order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair attempted to re- 
strain it at the outset; but there was a general cry 
of : Go on,” and the debate was allowed to pro- 
ceed, | 

Mr. THOMPSON said, he objected now to fur- 
ther debate that was out of order. 

Mr. FICKLIN. 1 move that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hupson] have leave to 
proceed. 

_ Mr. HUDSON. Task no such motion in my 
behalf. T have the floor now, and I have the right 
to proceed. i 

Mr. FICKLIN. I alluded to the other gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Asumun. | | 

Mr. HUDSON, (proceeding in his remarks.) + 
The point first made by my colleague [Mr. Asu- 
MUN] is a point which | made when I rase. I said 
that by the constitution of the State of Massachu- | 
setts 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- | 
cided that details in debate in reference to the law 
of South Carolina are not in order. It may be 
referred to. 

Mr. HUDSON. Iam not going into details, I 
wish to refer to the law, and to reply to imputa- 
tions which have been made—intending that the 
whole shall bear upon the question before the 
House. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania, || 
{Mr. THompson,] acute as he usually is, is not 
able, perhaps, to see what use I shall make of these 
remarks. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think any one else 
can, 

_ Mr. HUDSON. Then I hope no one else will 
interfere. I stated when I first rose that I had no 
disposition to make a speech—that is to say, that 
I was not going to debate this subject. But as I 
end other gentlemen on this side of the House have 
been alluded to with reference to the very subject- 
matter now before the House, I embraced this 
Opportunity to repel all imputations of the charac- 
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further in my remarks than other centlemen have 
gone in theirs. 

Mr. THOMPSON, 
gentleman has gone further in his remarks 
other gentlemen have gone in theirs. IT thoueht 
that the whole debate had taken an unwarrantable 
and an unreasonable range, and that it would 
never be broucht to an end unless some eentleman 
should call the attention of the Chair to it 

Mr. BURT. I desire to throw 
moment upon the courtesy of the 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hupson.] 

Mr. HUDSON vie Ide d the floor. 

Mr. BURT. TI know, as you, Mr. Speaker, 
know, that this law ef South Carolina, to which 
the gentleman refers, has been an old topic of com- 
plaint on the part of the State of Massachuse tts. 
T assure the gentleman from Massachusetts, | Mr. 
Hepsow.] as 
that the Iaw was passed in no spirit of hostility to 
Massachusetts or any other State, but that it was 


I do not sunnose that the 


than 








myself for a 
centleman from 


my two colleamues have assured him, 


believed to be indispensable to the preservation of 
the peace of the community of South Carolina. 
What I wish to say to the gentleman is this: 
While he complains so vehemently of the law of 
South Carolina—whilst for five years all Massa- 
chusetts has complained of that Jaw——how is it 
that not one note of complaint has been 
uttered by that State against Ohio, Indiana, or 
Tllinois—every one of which States excludes from 
its horders these colored citizens of Massachusetts? 
Why is it that comy laint is directed against South 
Carolina? South Carolina, 1 beg to say, has great 
respect for Massachusetts—— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, rose to 
order. 

Mr. BURT. If the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Tompson] is the custodier of the 
order and decorum of this House, I am glad to hear 
that he has assuméd a new character, and I bow 
to him with submission. 

Mr. THOM PSON (with good nature) disclaimed 
the appointment to that office; but (he was pro- 
ceeding to sav) he had—— 

Mr. HUDSON. I call the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
Massachusetts to order. 

A brief colloquy followed. 

Mr. DUER asked to be permitted to say one 


single 


{ call the centleman from 


word, 


Mr. HUDSON. I cannot consent to yield the 
floor again. | only wish to retain it for two min- 
utes more, and during that short period I shall not 
give way. 
~ T will now state distinctly the point I was ma- 
king. I say that citizens of Massachusetts, made 
citizens by her constitution, existing before the 
establishment of the Constitution of the United 
States, have been imprisoned, and are now im- 
prisoned, by the laws of some of the southern 
States. Gentlemen from those States say that 


i these laws are necessary for self-protection, and 


that they are constitutional. We contend that 
they are not constitutional; and in this conflict of 
opinion, all we ask is that the question shall be 
settled by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
But the State of South Carolina interposes to pre- 
vent an appeal being taken to that Court in order 
' That is 
the ground of our complaint. If South Carolina 
will permit the case to be brought up before the 
Supreme Court, and if the Court should decide 
against the State of Massachusetts, I pledge my- 


i self for her that she will bow in deference to the 


decision. But until South Carolina does manifest 
a disposition to permit the question to be settled 
by the constitutional tribunal of the country, I 
say that we have cause of complaint—serious 
cause of complaint—and such as the South never 
hag had in respect to Massachusetts or any other 
State of the North. If anything occurs in Mas- 
sachusetts to which South Carolina objects—if 


/ any of our laws are thought by her to be uncon- 


stitutional, and she should send a duly-appointed 
agent to that State to take an appeal from the de- 
cision of our courts, I venture to say that he will 
be treated with respect, and that every opportunity 


and facility would be afforded to him to bring the 


question before the tribunal here in Washington. 
] venture to assert that he will not be treated as a 
venerable citizen of Massachusetts was treated in 


' | the city of Charleston itself. 
‘er which had been made. And I have gone no || 


I say, in conclusion, that I did not rise to debate 
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this question; but I do say, that while gentlemen 
from the South will not accord to the people of this 
District rights and privileges which they enjoy in 
their own States; while they vote down the appli- 
cation of this principle to the District of Calumbia, 
lis not very consistent or becoming to turn to this 
side of the House and accuse us of voting from 
intimidation—of being afraid of our constituents. 
I believe, if the truth were known—and sudging 
from your experience, I venture to predict, that if 
the real sentiments of southern members on this 
floor could be known, and could be compared with 
their votes, we should see as much of that influ- 
ence which is behind the throne controlling theit 
votes here, as exists in reference to members from 
the northern section of the country. And so long 
as the v insist that they will not apply to this Dis- 
trict laws which they have in their own States, I 
ask, for the sake of consisteney—for the sake of 
decency even—not to 


make imputations of this 
character upon me or upon other gentlemen on this 
side of the Hous: 

Mr. BURT satd he did not rise to take any part 
in the discussion which had been irrecularly intro- 
duced upon this bill. He desired to say a word 
merely upon the question before the House, upon 
the bill renorted by the gentleman from Ohio, a 
member of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, this morning. It was asked by the gen- 
tleman who reported it, coming from a non-slave- 
holding State of the Union, that it should be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and be printed. The chairman 
of that committee had risen in his place and atated 
to the House that the committee were divided in 
regard to this bill; that he himself entertained in- 
surmountable objections to the bill; that he enter- 
tained constitutional objections to the bil, and be 
asked that it should go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the bill be 
printed, The division of this louse, taken this 
morning, showed that southern members, with 
(he beleved) two exceptions, were opposed to the 
till, and voted to lay tt on the table. It was an 
important bill, a bill of a very different character, 
he begged to assure gentlemen, from the State laws 
which prohibited the introduction of slaves as an 
article of merchandise within their jurisdiction. [t 
involved a totally different question, a very high 
question, and took for the first time by the hand of 
Congress a new topic, a most interesting topic cone 
nected with the subject of s'avery. It mvolved the 
question whether Congress had the power to inter- 
fere with the sale of slaves as a commodity, as an 
article of merchandise. He trusted, with such a 
question as that involved in this bill, that those 
who might be in favor of the general principle of 
passing some law upon the subject for the District 
of Columbia, that those who might entertain no 
doubts of the constitutionality of such a law, 
would permit this bill to take the direction asked 
both by the chairman of the committee from which 
it came, and by the honorable gentleman who re- 
ported it. 

He hoped that the ill-omened counsels of the 
gentleman from Illinois |Mr. Wentworth! would 
not be heeded by this House. He knew not what 
right that gentleman had to speak to this House 
upon a question of that kind. Hesaid to gentle- 
men from all sections of the Union with the great- 
est respect—with all the respect which was due to 
them as members of this House, and from him aa 
a member of this House—that he trusted they 
would not, for the considerations he had briefly in- 
dicated, force the bill through at this moment and 
in this way. He doubted if there was a single 
southern man on this floor who was disposed for 
one moment to delay or hinder action upon this 
bill, or upon any other proposition connected with 
slavery. For one, he was ready to meet them. 
But he desired to see this bill. He thonght it was 
due to the House and to the country that the bill 
should be printed, that they all might have the 
opportunity of seeing it, and determining whether 
it was unconstitutional in its character, or whether 
it might be acceptable to the members of this 
House. 

Mr. TAYLOR said he did not propose to occupy 
much of the time of the House; but he bad risen 
principally to make an explanation of his own 
position on this question, having been very much 
misrepresented here and elsewhere in regard to the 
|, resolution which had been introduced some weeks 
1, ago by the gentleman from New York, (Mr.Gorrt.] 
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He wonld first say, he hoped that the motion 
made by his friend and colleague, | Mr. Epwanps, | 
who had introduced this Lill, would be carried by 
the Hlouse; and that the bill would be referred te 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union and printed, that all might see it, and be 
enabled to act understandingly and deliberately 
upon the subject. Ele here distinetly avowed him- 
self in favor of the pring iples of the ball. He wished 
to see it, to examine it, to ascertain whether there 
was anything unconstitutional in itor not; and if 
there was, he told his friends from the South he 
shrunk from no responsibility here, and he was 
ready to vote according to the dictates of his best 
judgment upon this and upon any other question 
which might arise out of the subject of slavery. 


Now, im reference to the resolution introduced 
several weeks ago by the gentleman from New 
York: 
the country by Democratic papers, and by papers 
falsely calling themselves * Free-soil”’ papers, but 
which were political nuisances in the country, 
that be (Mr. ‘T’.) had shrank from voting on this 
resolution. Ele was not present in this Llouse 
when the resolution was introduced: he was ab- 
sent on busines 
gentlemen. 


It had been represented in various parts of 


s, as was frequently the case with 
If he had been here, he should have 
looked into the resolution, and then voted accord- 
Mig to the dictates of his best judgment. 

fA voice: * Hlow would you have voted co 

fie would tell gentlemen, if they would hear 
him. While he was willing to vote for a law pro- 
hibiting the slaveholding States from sending their 
nevroes into the District of Columbia for sale, he 
was not disposed to vote for any insulting pream- 
bie prefaced to such a resolution or bill. He was 
rendy now to vote forthe amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Suiru,| upon 
the reconsideration of the resolution. Hie had 
voted to reconsider it, for the purpose of voting 
for the substitute propose d by that rentleman. 

And now, while he was on the floor, he had a 
word to say with regard to the struggle which 
seemed to be going on in this Hall between two 
disappomted portions of this Confederacy. ‘There 
was a manifestation of disappointment by a great 
party on the one hand, and by a small party on 
the other, who were doubly, trebly disappointed 
in the result of the recent Presidential contest. 
Those who favored the election of General Cass 
had failed most signally to effect their object. It 
was natural that they should feel mortified, wound- 
ed, disappointed ; and so. far as they presented the 
question of slavery here by the intreduction of 
resolutions or by speeches calculated to alienate 
one portion of the Confederacy from the other, it 
was oniy an involuntary manifestation of the 
regret, the despair and sadness that pervaded 
that party at their overwhelming defeat. There 
was another party, doubly, trebly disappointed, 
who were known by the euphonious #ame of 
Barnburners, who had set their trap at Builalo to 
eatch all such as chose to come into their organi- 
zation. They had succeeded in entrapping the 
political abolitionists of the State which he in part 
represented, as though they were taken in a steel 
trap of a hundred horse-power, and they were un- 
able to extricate themselves. Hence they came up 
here, a few men on this floor, manifesting these 
feelings, and were introducing systematically, fre- 
quently, and unnecessarily, propositions which 
were caiculated to disturb the peace of the country, 
without giving the House an opportunity maturely 
to consider them., They were asked and forced 
by the previous question to vote upon them with- 
out reflection and without fully understanding 
their nature and objects. He sympathized not 
with these Barnburning movements. 

If (said Mr. 'T.) these gentlemen represented the 
‘anti-slavery’? society which met on the 12th of 
May, 1848, in thevity of New York, where William 
Lioyd Garrison presided as President, and whose 
proceedings he found published in the New York 
Tribune, (but with which the great body of the citi- 
zens of that city, he believed, did not sympathize 
or concur,) then he believed they had no sympathy 
and would find no response from any part of the 
people of the State of Ohio, which he had the honor 
in part to represent. That society threatened to dis- 
solve the Union of these States, and break down 
the American churches, to carry out their purposes, 
He had no sympathy with them. He looked upon 
them as disorganizers and disunionists, who ought 
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He had no sympathy with disorganizers and dis- 
unionists from any section of the country, from 
the North or the South. He had before him the 
resolutions passed by that meeting, and he would 
read one, that the spirit which they manifested 
might be seen and understood by the country: 

* Resolved, That slaveholders, as such, can have no rights; 
that they have no rightful existence on earth ; thatthey were 
never created by God, and constitute no part of the human 
race; they are of monstrous and diabolical origin; and no 


law, no constitution, no compact, no religion, that endorses 
their humanity, is to be obeyed or volerated.” 


This was the spirit of these fanatical abolition- 
ists who composed this anti-slavery society. 

Now, he said to his southern friends here, that 
while they dealt in wholesale denunciations of the 
North, they did great injustice to the moderate, 
intelligent, and conservative men of all parties in 
the Nerth. Who were the men in the North who 
composed this miserable faction, and who were 
instigating trouble inthe country? Many of them 
came from the South. That the House might 
know, and that the attention of the country might 
be called to the facts, he would name a few of these 
leading spirits Who had come among them at the 


North, and who were exciting this spirit of faction 


and political abolitionism. 

In the first place, there was Mr. Birney, formerly 
of Kentucky or of Alabama, once a slavelolder, 
who either sold his slaves himself, or had them 
wrested from him by the strong arm of the law, 
and afterwards removed to Michigan and became 
a Democratic Abolition candidate for the Legisla- 
ture. Afterwards he was the candidate of the po- 
litical Abolitionists for the Presidency of the Uni- 
ted States. A very small number of people in the 
State of Ohio, and some in New York, sustained 
him for that high office; but the great body of the 
people of Ohio, let him tell gentlemen, were as 
sound as the people of any partion of the Union 


upon all constitutional questions in reference to sla- | 


very in the southern States, and they had no desire 
Lo interfere with it, so far as it was guarantied hy 
the Constitution of the United States. 

They had in Ohio a highly-educated, accom- 
plished, plausible, and eloquent gentleman from 
South Carolina, Mr. John C. Vaughn—a gentle- 
man whom he personaily knew—who, he under- 
stood, was engaged in the Jaudable business of 
editigg an Abolition paper in the city of Cyncinnati, 
toenlighten the people of that State with reference 
to slavery in the southern States. 

‘They had also in Ohio Mr. Stanley Matthews, 
(now clerk of the House of Representatives in that 


State,) formerly of Tennessee, where he edited a | 


Democratic paper, in favor of Polk and Dallas for 
the Presidency and Vice Presidency—now editing 
what was called a * Free-soil’’ paper, and culti- 
vating the spirit of factions to break down the beau- 
tiful institutions which our forefathers reared for 
us, 

Now, what did we see inthe city of Washing- 
ton? A Mr. Bayly, who, he understood, was from 
the State of Virginia, conductingan Abolition paper 
called the ‘* National Era.’’ If he was wrong, he 
hoped some gentleman would correct him. He 
did not know the gentleman, but he understood 
he was from{the State of Virginia, located in this 
metropolis, propagating his political Abolition doc- 
trines, that our friends in the South might charge 
upon the North that they were instigating this 
spirit of faction and political Abolition. 

Then, again, during the excitement at the last 
session of Congress, when the negroes were stolen 
from this District by three. kidnappers, and when 
the excitement reigned at its intensest height, he 
had seen, ina Baltimore paper, the card of another 
gentleman, (a Mr. Snodgrass, he believed,) who 
edited a similar paper in the city of Baltimore, who 
hailed from Virginia, and who endorsed the publi- 
cations of the editor of the National Era. 

Now, he trusted his friends from the Souith, 


when they spoke of northern fanatics who would | 


destroy this glorious Union of ours, would recol- 
lect, if there were any such there, that they were 


not confined to the North; the South had aboli- | 


tionists, fanatics, disorganizers, who, if they could 


not live at home, came among them at the North, || 


throwing in their firebrands to excite a popular 


indignation against the institutions of the southern 


States. 


He had said much more than he anticipated | 


when he rose; but he would embrace this occasion 


BE, 


rounded this great question touching the abyo)); 


, sunk in this chair (pointing to the se 


another part of this Capitol. 
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of slavery in the District of Columbia. 

to those who had gone before us for jy 
upon the subject. He was not dispose 
late hastily upon it; and while he was ready to 
prohibit the importation of negroes into this Dis 
trict for sale, he looked for information to the sles 
men who had gone before him, and he found t} 
the venerable patriot who, honored and | = 


eloved, 
; at formerly 
oceupied by Mr. J. @. Apams) at the last sesein, 
of Congress, expressed himself, as late as the we 
1843, in the city of Pittsburg, against abolishing 
stavery in the District of Columbia without 7 
consent of the inhabitants. He had a eopy of the 
speech of that gentleman before him, and he would 
read an extract from it. 


“Mr. Adams was waited on by a committee of the polit 
cal Abolitionists, urging him to meet and address then, This 
he declined; answering that he was as much Opposed cae 
slavery as any of them, and especially to the representati: 
of slaves in Congress, but expressing his opposition to 
abolition measure of the day, as follows: 

«*On the subject of abolition, abolition societies, ay 
slavery societies, or the Liberty party, I have never beey » 
member of any of them. 

*¢ As to the abolition of slavery in the District of Colyy, 
bia, I have said that [ was opposed to it—not beeause | haye 
any doubts as to the power of Congress to abolish slavery 
in the Distriet—for [ have none—but I regard it as a viclg 
tion of republican principles, to enact laws at the petition o¢ 
one people which are to operate upon another people cguinst 
their consent. Is the law now stands, the people of this Dis. 
trict have property in their slaves. 

TP do notadmit these jaws are in accordance with jys 
tice, for itcan never be true that one man ean rightfylly 
have property in another man. Still, these laws have had 


n 


1e 


| an existence since before that part of the country became 


the District of Columbia, and was brought under the power 


| of Congress, and I think they should not be altered without 


the consent of the people of the District.’ ’” 

He would state that he could see no reasonable 
objection, and he had heard no reasonable objec- 
tion urged upon any side of the House, against the 
adoption of the resolution of the gentleman from 
Indiana, offered as a substitute for the resolution 
of the gentleman from New York—the simple effect 
of which substitute was to instruct the Committee 
on the: District of Columbia to inquire into the pro- 


| priety of preventing the importation of negroes into 


the District of Columbia for sale. The State of 
Maryland prevented the importation of slaves with- 
in her borders for the purpose of sale. Such alaw, 
he understood, existed in that State; and he under- 
stood that the Ill reported this morning by his 
colleague, [Mr. Epwarps,] and now under consid- 
eration, was merely a transcript of the law of Mary- 
land upon this subject. But, he repeated, when 
such a proposition was introduced here, instead of 
voting upon it without understanding it, under the 
pressure of the previous question immediately afier 
it was brought before them, Jet them have it print- 
ed and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, that they might legislate 
without haste, without violence, and with a proper 
understanding of the whole subject. 

He would avail himself of this opportunity to say 
one word with regard to the recent distinguished 
sectional southern convention which was held in 
He regretted to see 
any sectional meetings held in any part of the 
United States. He had read the two addresses pre- 
sented in that convention, and it was needless to 


| say that he disapproved of them both. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, rose to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules out of order 
remarks upon that convention, if the point of order 
is nade. 

Mr. TAYLOR said he would not speak of the 
proceedings of that convention, then, but would 
refer to the allegations which were constantly urged 
against the North in this House by southern men, 
that their slaves escaping into the free States could 
not be reclaimed, and that there were organized 
bodieg to prevent the master recovering his slave, 
and to help him on in his transit to Canada. So 


far as that part of Ohio which he had the honor to 


represent was concerned, the declaration was per- 
unfounded. No master ever came within 
his district without having all the benefits which 
the Constitution of the United States and the law 
gave to him. There were various instances in 


| which these laws had been carried out to the letter, 
- and the master had taken home his slave. 


Another thing: he had resided in the State of 
Ohio for twenty years, and he had never known 
or heard there of any such secret organizations as 


to be scouted by every good man in the country. ij to say, that he saw all the delicacy which sur- || were alleged by some of their southern friends to 





Gai iy ania St 





ext 


tne 
co 
une 


tne 











iti 


ito 
ion 
ihe 





18 
lly 


ad 


ie 
rer 


at 









1849. 


exist, to aid the fugitive slaves from the slavehold- 
States in their transit to Canada, ; 

* Phey did not want the free negroes of the sidve- 
1 Hing States in the State of Ohie; and he feared 
te ime wee rapidly arriving when they would be 
amnelied to adopt the policy of Illinois, and close 
oor to the admission of any free negroes from 
the slave States, or they might be overrun by such 
a population as those States should choose to send 
them. ‘The Governor of Virginia had recently re- 
rorted to the Legislature of that State that there 
were abuut fifty thousand free negroes in Virginia, 
aad recommended that they should be expelled 
that State. Ohio wanted none of that population; 
the greatel portion of it wasa pauper population. 
They did not want any more of it. 

He was opposed also to placing this black race, 
fee or slave, upon a platform of equality with the 
whites, because he thought they were unworthy to 
sand upon that platform, and that they were inca- 
pable of exercising the rights of citizenship. He 
ehould give his consent to no such Proposition as to 
allow the free negroes and the slaves to vote upon 
any political questions. ‘Phe Constitution of the 
United States contemplated that the white citizens of 
the country should do the legislation of the country, 
and not the negroes. He dissented from ‘the views 
of his colleague, {Mr. Gippines,| who, some weeks 
since, desired that a vote of the free negroes and 
the slaves of this District should be taken upon 
the question of altering the relation of master and 
slave here. Such views and opinions found .no 
countenance among the great body of the people 
of Ohio; and he wished his friends from the North 
and the South to understand it. 

He had said a good deal more than he had 
intended when he arose. He wished to say, in con{- 
clusion, that he looked upon every effort from every 
quarter of the Union that looked to a dissolution 
of the union of these States, as proceeding from an 
ili-judged quickness of action, from a disorgani- 
zing spirit, and from a feeling utterly at variance 
with the peace and tranquillity of the country. He 
stood by the Union. He stood by it as Wash- 
ington recommended we should stand by it; and he 
“looked indignantly’? upon any man, North or 
South, who would deliberately do any act in this 
Hall or in the country calculated to violate the in- 
tecrity of the Union, or break down the Constitu- 
tion under which we all lived and had prospered, 
and under which, he trusted, the country might 
prosper and be united forever. 


the ume 


ine d 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said he did not 


design, upon taking the floor at the present time, 


to enter into a discussion of the various questions | 
which had engaged the attention of the House this | 


morning; but as a member of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, he desired to say a word 
with reference to his own position with regard to 
the introduction of this bill. The bill was almost 


a literal transcript of what was the law of the State | 


of Mississippi from the year 1837 down to a period 
within some three or four years past, with one mate- 
rial alteration, namely, a prohibition against any 
citizen going beyond the boundaries of the District 
and buying a slave for his own use within the Dis- 
trict. The law of the State of Mississippi, to which 
he referred, was founded upon a provision of the 
constitution of that State which grew out of ap- 
prehensions (whether well-founded or not) of ser- 
vile insurrections in the minds of the framers of 
tat constitution. 


sissippi Legislature. In his capacity as a member 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia, he 
had pointed to that law as containing suitable pro- 
visions to be incorporated into the bill which they 
were to report. The law was acceptable to the 
committee; and, with the material alteration to 
which he had referred, it was copied and reported 
to the House. 

A Voice. The gentleman is mistaken about the 
restriction. 

Mr. BROWN (continuing) said he was not mis- 
taken. He had said that, by the restriction to 
which he objected, citizens of the District were 
not to go beyond the boundaries of the District, 


and purchase slaves for their own use within the | 
District. There was indeed a provision, that they | 


might, by inheritance, marriage, or bequest, obtain 
a tle to slaves without the District, and so bring 
them in; but there was no other provision of the 


‘The provision was at all events | 
incorporated into the constitution, and the act in | 
pursuance thereof, to which he had referred, was | 
drawn by his own hand as a member of the Mis- || 


bill by which a citizen of the District could acquire 
title to slaves in any of the States. He had op- 
posed and objected to this restriction, in the com- 
mittee, upon the ground that it was never petitioned 
for by the people. The immediate occasion and 
basis of the bill was the petition of the Mayor and 
Council vf the city of Washineton. And if he 
could be induced to vote for a bill of this kind at 
all, it would be on account of such petition, He 
did not know that, under any circumstances, it 
could command his vote; certainly it never could 
with this restriction. . 

A word in regard to his own position. He had 
always believed that, in his representative charac- 
ter upon that floor, he was called upon to represent 
the expressed will and wishes of the people of the 
District of Columbia, having, at the same time, 
due regard to the rights of the people of the several 
States, and to the restrictions of the Constitution 
of the United States. If the people of the District 
of Cofambia petitioned for any object which might 
be granted without violation of the Constitution, or 
infringement of the rights of other citizens of the 
United States, he was bound to: support their pe- 
tition; and itoueht to be granted. He felt that he 
should no more claim for himself the right to rep- 
resent the people of the District of Columbia, in 
accordance with the wishes of the people of the 
Fourth Congressional Districtof Mississippi, than 
that the gentleman from Ohio {[Mr. Gipptnes]} 
should claim to represent them in accordance with 
the wishes of his constituents. He was willing to 
meet gentlemen here on common ground, and 
claim no more for his particular section than he 
was willing to accord to every other section of the 
country.’ The District of Columbia was no gladi 
atorial region, where opposing parties were to meet 
in conflict. This was neutral grotind, where the 


wishes of the people should be fairly represented, | 


having respect always to the rights of others and 
to the Constitution. He did not-believe that the 
strong party in Congress had any right to puss 


any law for the District, without respect to the | 


wishes of the people of the District, and without 
reference to the Constitution and rights of the 
— outside of the District; but that in all this 
oranch of their public charge, they should have 
an eye strictly to the Constitution, and to the rights 
of the whole people. Such was his policy, and 
would continue to be so long as he remained a rep- 
resentative on that floor. He should never look to 
the State of Mississippi for the sole rule of his con- 
duct in this department of his duty. For, if gen- 
tlemen were to look to the wishes of their constitu- 
ents in these cases, it would not be long before we 
should have laws for the District of Columbia 
framed in obedience to the wishes of the people of 
New England, or the great West, and having no 
regard to the wishes of the people here. He wanted 
no such thing. 


this District, his first object was to inquire how 
far he might go, and still remain within the limits 
of the Constitution? and then how far he might 
go without infringing upon the deed of cession by 
which the District was acquired from the States of 
Maryland and Virginia? ‘These limits being ascer- 
tained, he should be prepared to go for any law 
desired by the people of the District, which did 
| not require these fixed limits to be transcended. If 
‘gentlemen from New England, New York, and 
| elsewhere were prepared to act upon this rule, he 
was prepared to go with them. He was glad that 


Adams,] in support of the principle, that the peo- 
| ple of the District of Columbia were not to be rep- 
| resented according to the views and wishes of the 
to residing elsewhere in the United States. If 


with those of the people here petitioning, it was 
his duty to conform his views to theirs; and this 
was manifestly the only right rule upon which 
these people could be represented. He appealed, 
therefore, to his friends, the southern delegation, 
to do what was right upon this question, while he 


|| North. He thought gentlemen on all sides might 
shape their conduct according to the rule he had 
laid down, doing no injustice to the District, and 


giving no just ground of complaint to the States | 


north or south. 
| Mr. McLANE interposed to ask a question; 


In acting upon a petition from the people of |! 


the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Taytor] had in- || 
troduced the authority of a late venerable repre- || 
sentative from Massachusetts, [Mr. John Quincy |; 


is own views did not happen to accord exactly | 


asked “45 the same thing of gentlemen from the || 
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and (Mr. B. giving way for the purpose) he said 


he would ask the gentleman whether he went so 
far with his doctrine as to recognize the right on 


he prart of the people of the District of Columbia” 


to ask of Congress the enactment of a law abol- 
ishing slavery in the District >—whether he did not 


vehieve that such an would be unconstitutional ? 


—in other words, whether the gentleman’s rule 
went further than to admit of petitions for objects 
within the Federal power to grant, while he would 


xclude all others, as petitions which should net- 


ther be demanded on their part nor granted on 


urs, for the reason that they were incompatible 


with the Federal powers of Congress? 


the gentleman could have misunderstood him. 
would say again, that the people of this District, 


Mr. BROWN replied, that he hardly thought 
tle 


like every other people, had the right to be repre- 
sented (if they were represented at all) according 
| to their own views and wishes, and not according 


to the views of people residing elsewhere in the 
| United States. 
Congress the right to grant, laws for their benefit 


They had no richt to ask, nor had 


| Which would outrage the rights of others, whether 


citizens of the State of Virginia, Maryland, or any 
other State. 


He should always expect every ger- 


tleman who desired to protect the rights of the 


| people, whether citizens of Maryland, Virginia, 
lor the District of Columbia, to vote against the 


all the free negroes in the country. 
go Into the question of the constitutional power of 
Congress to abolish slavery here: it was in no 


abolition of slavery here; for such a poliey would 


make of the District nothing but a re eptacie for 
He could not 


way involved in the bill. But he would take oeca- 


| Sion to say, he had never conceded the power; and 


if he had, there were abundant reasons without 


| the Constitution to determine his vote against such 


a measure. 


One word with reference to the complaint made 


| as to gentlemen voting @ere contrary to their own 


| gentleman from 


convictions of right, because of the fear of their 


He knew not how it was with the 
New York, but when such a 
charge was mad® against him, his reply was, that 


constituents. 


ra 


he was not afraid to give any vote which his judg- 


/ment might approve. he apprehension of re- 
| sponsibility at home did not swerve him. He was 


sent here to take responsibility, and he would 


; account himself unfaithful and unworthy of his 
| trust, if he did not take responsibility on all proper 


occasions. Upon all questions involying the rights 


| of the South and the southern institution of sla- 


{ 
| 
| 
} 
it 
i] 
ai 

j 

| 


| 


| North. 


very, he should vote with the South. And if he 
had any fears on this subject, they were not for 
himself or his constituents, but rather for the 
If gentlemen desired it of him, he would 
now tell them, that he felt the necessity, on the 
part of the South, of standing together upon every 


| question involving the right of property in slaves, 


the slave trade, and abolition in all its forms. He 
knew that they must stand together for defence: 


|| therefore, as the South voted so he should vote, 


| till the pressure from without should be with- 


| 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
Hq 
| 


| 
| 
| 
i 


| ciple of self-protection and self-preservation. 


| 
| 
| 


drawn. The South acted together upon the prin- 


‘hey 


| stood for protection against destruction and anni- 


hilation. He knew not the motive which prompted 
this outward pressure; he felt its existence, and he 
knew that the South acted purely on the defensive; 
they merely warded off the blow directed agairtist 
their peace, their safety, their lives. Such were 
his motives for voting with the South. And he 
now said: to all who were opposed to him or his 
country, Withdraw yourpressure; cease to agitate 
this question; let us alone; do whatsoever you 
think to be right without endangering us, and you 
will find that we, too, are ready to do right. 

Mr. FICKLIN desired to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, before he took his seat, 
whether he had stated that the bill before ‘the 
House was a transcript of a law of the State of 
Mississippi? 

Mr. BROWN replied that he had so stated the 
fact. Thelaw, however, had been repealed by 
the Legislature of Mississippi some two or three 

ears ago. The reason why it had been repealed, 
he supposed, was of no consequence there. : 

While upon this subject, hemight say, that, 
although he had voted for the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, to lay the bill on the table, 
he did not fully approve of it. He was perfectly 


willing now, as he should be at any time hereafter, 
to see the motion of the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
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Epwarops] prevail. 
the billshould be printed, examined,and discu 
fully. He was not a0 much opposed to the motion 
af the ventieman from Georgia as he was opposed 
to the motton of the gentleman from Ulinots, {Mr. 
Wentrworru.| The disposition thus manifested 
to force a bill of this charaeter through the House 
upon three minutes consideration, Was most ex- 
traordimary As wo the question raised by the 
gentleman trom South Carolina, [Mr. Burt,] he 
ndmitted there was force in it. How far Congress 
had the right to legislate upon any question, in 
any way involving the right of property in slaves, 
even in this District, was worthy of the gravest 
consideration. The question presented by the bill 
is not, whether Congress may destroy property mn 


He was perfectly willing that 
sed 


slaves, (that would be abolition, and on such a prop- 
oxition no southern man could hesitate,) but the 
question issimply, whether Congress may do in this 
District, what almost all the slave State a have done 
within their respective limits—prohibit the intro- 
duction of slaves as merchandise or for sale. And 
even this was not without its difficulties and em- 
barrassments. Ele was not on that account for 
shrinking from uw. ‘The question was before us, 
and we must consider it. For himself he was 
ready to meet it, to act upon It as upon every other 
respectful application coming from those who had 
a right to make such apptication. 
the District had the right to make this application, 
ht was our duty to consider it; and he would go 


further, and say it was our duty to grant it, if we 


could do so without prejudice to the rights of 


others, and without tranecending our constitutional 
powers. Whether in the end we vote tor or 
against the bill, let us refer it, print it, and give it 
proper and respectful consideration. 

Mr. B. trusted he had not been misunderstood; 
for it was known, that to a southern member, 
this was a delicate question. He had expressed 
his honest views—views whech he desired to carry 
out in good faith. He did very well know, that if 
the South were let alone—if they were not posi- 
tively ill-treated, the North might he assured they 
would come up and do what wa® right, They 
stood together now for their own preservation, 
and nothing less than unity in their councils could 
be expected of them in the present crisis. If indi- 
vidual members did not always vote exactly ac- 
cording to their views of right upon these ques- 
tions, it was because of this known, and now 
universally acknowledged, necessity of unity and 
concert among ourselves. When a sleepless and 
dangerous enemy stood at our doors, we felt the 


necessity of acting together. Let that enemy with- | 


draw—let us out into the open sunshine, where 
we could look upon the same sun that you look 
upon—where the air, the land, the water, every- 
thing could be seen in common and enjoyed in 
common—and we should be ready to meet you as 
brethren, and legislate with you as brethren. Dut 
so long as you keep up this pressure, these endless, 
ceaseless, ruthless, assaults upon us, we must stand 
together for defence. In this position we must re- 
gard you as our enemies, and we are yours. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he had not seen this bill, 
nor had he heard it read, as he had ceme in the 
House since it had been under consideration. But 
with the general tenor of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] he fully 
concurred. He thought our legislation for the 
District ought, as far as it was constitutional and 
proper, to conform to the wishes of the citizens 
here. But he understood the gentleman (who was 
on the committee that reported this bill) to say 
that it contained a provision which had not been 
asked for in the petition of the City Council, at 
the instance of whose memorial it had been pre- 
sented. Now, for himself, he wished simply and 
briefly to say, that he had no objection to the pas- 
sage of any law upon this subject, upon the request 
and petition of the constituted authorities of this 
District, of similar character and import of the ex- 
isting law in the State of Maryland, as well as his 
own State, upon the same subject. He under- 
stood that the laws of Maryland prohibited the 
introduction of slaves within the limits of that 
State for sale or merchandise. Such a law existed 
in Georgia. It did not prohibit a person from 
bringing slaves into the State for their own use, 
but from bringing them for sale and traffic. And 
he had no objection to the passage of such a law 


for this District if the proper authorities desire 
it. 


The people of 


FRE 
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Mr. BROWN (interropting;and Mr. 8S. yield- 
ing) said the bill, as it was originally presented to 
the committee, authorized any person residing m 
the District to bring in, for his own use, any num- 
ber of slaves he might think proper. But that 
clause was stricken out by the committee, and the 
restriction tnserted that no slave should be brought 
in, except obtained by marriage, inheritance, or be- 
quest. There was no doubt that this elause of the 
bill did prohibit any citizen from going beyond the 
limits of the District to purchase a slave for his 
own use, 

Mr. STEPHENS continued, and said, if the 


er what was the position of the bill which had \ 


bill upon the table contained a clause, as stated by 


the gentleman from Mississippi, not allowing a 
resident of the District to purchase a slave else- 
where for his own dona fide use, tq bring such 
slave within the District and hold him as such, he 
should certainly vote against it. In his vote he 
should be governed solely by considerations of 
what he thought to be the right of the case, irre- 


spective of any and all other influences. He cared | 


neither for the pressure within or without, from 
the North or the Seuth. 
he wished to see the bill printed, and know ex- 
actly what it contained; and that they might have 
an opportunity for that, he woukl move that the 
Hlouse now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, on the navy bill; 
and this subject will hereafter come up, when they 
would know more about it. 

Severna Memsers seemed now to insist upon 
the previous question, 

The SPEAKER said, if the previous question 
were sustained, the first question would be on the 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. ASHMUWN said, if the bill were referred to 
the Committee of the "Whole on the state of the 
Union, it would never be reached. He desired to 
know if the friends of the bill had nota right to 
ask that it lie over and be printed? He would 


| greatly prefer such a disposition of the bill for the 


present. If the further consideration were post- 
poned till to-morrow, or next day, it would then 
stand at the head of business on the SpeaKer’s 
table. 

Mr. STEPHENS said his motion would answer 


the same purpose which was sought to be attained, 


by leaving the bill on the SpeaKker’s table. 


“The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will waive 
his motion for a few moments, the Speaker, by 
general consent, will lay before the House a mes- 
sage which was received some days since from the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. STEPHENS having waived his motion 
accordingly— 


Before®voting, however, | 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- || 


lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I communicate, herewith, reports from the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy, together with the ac- 


| companying documents, in answer to a resolution of the 


Hoase of Representatives of December 20, 1848, requesting 
the President “ to communicate to the Tlonse the amount of 
‘moneys and property received during the late war with the 
‘Republic of Mexico at the different ports of entry, or in any 
‘ other way, within her limits, and in what manner the same 
‘ha$ been expended or appropriated.” 
JAMES K. POLK. 

Wasntneton, January 29, 1849. 

Ordered, That said message and accompanying documents 
be referred to the Select Committee appointed on the mes- 
sage of the President in relation to military contributions 


| levied in Mexico, and that said message and accompanying 


documents be printed. 


The SPEAKER then proceeded (still under con- 


again called for reports? 


GLOBE. Jan: 8) 





under debate ? een 


The SPEAKER said it would go on the oo 
er’s table, with other bills upon their engrossyy ag 

Mr. ASHMUN. Will it not be the fren” 
ject for consideration when the committee shall “3 

The SPEAKER. It will take its place on ; 
file of bills on their engrossment. 

Mr. ASHMUN. Then I ask the gentlema 
[Mr. Srernens} to move to postpone the conan. 
eration of the bill to a day certain. : 

Mr. A.then said he would ask for information 
from the Chair, if a motion was made to Postpone 
the bill in relation to the District of Colam)j, 
until to-morrow, and if i was placed at the heaa 
of orders on the Speaker’s table, and ordered to be 
printed, would it not be the first up for consider. 
ation at any moment when the House should pyo. 
ceed to business upon the Speaker’s table? Couyjg 
not a majority effect this? 

TheSPEAKER. Not unless the bill be made 
a special order for to-morrow. The Chair thinks 
the bill would be first on the file in case the House 
should now go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. So that, if the House a: 
any time after the hour devoted to reports of 
committees should vote to go to business on the 
Speaker’s table, after bills on their first readinc 
from the Senate, and perhaps some other bills on 
the calendar had been disposed of, this bill, as the 
unfinished business of to-day, would be the firs: 
bill up on the question of engrossment. 

Mr. HENLEY withdrew his objection, (here. 
tofore noticed.) 

The SPEAKER said, that by unanimous cop. 
sent, the bill might be made the special order for 
to-morrow. 

Objections were made. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on going 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. GREELEY proposed, that by unanimous 
consent the bill should be printed. 

Mr. McCLELLAND said he had understood 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, [Mr. Cuapman,] in the few remarks he 
had submitted to the House this morning, to indi- 
cate, if he (Mr. McC.) correctly understood him, 
that he intended to propose an amendment or sub- 
stitute to the bill. If so, he would suggest the 
propriety of having that also printed, so that the 
House might have the whole subject before it. 

By general consent the printing of the ball and 
Mr. Cuarman’s substitute were ordered. 

PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT. 

The House, by general consent, proceeded to the 
consideration of the joint resolution from the Sen- 
ate, for the appointment of a joint committee ‘to 
ascertain and report a mode of examining the 
votes for President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States, and of notifying the persons elected of 


he 


| their election ” 


sent) to lay before the House certain bills from the , 
| Senate on the Speaker’s table. 


The joint resolution in respect to the counting 
the votes of President and Vice President coming 
u 


ness before the House was the bill which had 


| been under discussion relating to slavery in the 


District of Columbia. 
The SPEAKER said, that by general consent, 
the Chair was proceeding to lay before the House, 


bills, &e., from the Senate, on the Speaker’s table. || 


Mr. HENLEY objected. 
The SPEAKER said, the question would then 
be on the motion made by the gentleman from 


Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens,} that the House resolve | 


Mr. HENLEY said he believed that the busi- || 


The resolution was read, considered, and agreed 
to. 


RELIEF OF TIMOTHY CAVAN. 


The bill from the Senate for the relief of Tim- 
othy Cavan coming ap, and having been read a 
first and second time by its title— 

Mr. SCHENCK asked that the bill might be 

ut upon its passage at this time. 

The SPEAKER said it could be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked it. He hoped (he said) 
that the House would allow him to state the facts. 
Or, if the House preferred, he would call in an old 
fellow, in a red hunting-shirt, and let him make 


“his statement himself. He was in the lobby, 


somewhere about. 

[Cries of ** Bring him in—show him.”] 

Mr. SCHENCK (continuing. ) He was an old 
soldier of the last war with Great Britain, though 
he did not serve in the war recently terminated. 


He has been disabled ever since. 


By general consent, the bill was read a third 
time and passed. 
' On mouon of Mr. HUDSON, the bill making 
cpponpriatinan Yor the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of || for the year ending June 30, 1850, and the amend- 


the Union. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, inquired of the Speak- '' 


| 


ments of the Senate thereto, were referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
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” Senate bills entitled ‘An act to grant to the 
Atlantic and Gulf Railroad Company the right of 
‘ ay through the public Isnds of the United 
States;’> anc 7 
«An act declaratory of the ‘Act for the admis- 
sion of the State of lowa into the Union.’ ”’ 

~ Read a first and second time, and refetred—the 
érst to the Committee on Public Lands, and thé 
second to the Committee on Territories. 

: RIGHT OF WAY. 

The bill granting the right of way to the Mobile 
and Ohio Railroad Company coming up on its first 
and second reading — 

Mr. GAYLE (scarcely heard) asked the House 
to consider it at this time. He was understood to 
say, that the Ohio and Mobile Railroad Company 
were ready to commence operations; they had en- 
tered upon the survey; more than a million of 
sock had been subscribed, and the company could 
not commence until the right of way had been 
grant¢ d. - 

* Mr. DICKEY moved that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. STEPHENS renewed his motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

And the question having been taken and decided 
in the affirmative, the House again resolved itself 
into*Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Josern R. Incersour, of Pennsylva- 
nia, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year ending 30th June, 1850. 

The bill was ordered to be read by sections. 

Under the resolution adopted yesterday, ten 
minutes remained for debate. 

The first section of the bill being under consid- 
eration in the words following: 

For pay ofcommission, warrant, and petty officers and sea- 
men, including the engineer corps of the navy, $2,432,500— 

Mr. GREELEY moved to amend it by adding 
at the end thereof the following proviso: 

Provided, That no further appointments of warrant officers 
be made until Congress shall expressly direct a resumption 
of such appointments. 

Mr. GREELEY (in explanation) said the item 

just read proposed to appropriate $2,432,500 for 
‘the pay of officers and seamen of the navy of the 
United States. He had carefully examined and 
brought up the items of expenditure for this part 
of the service, and he found the salaries of the 
officers to amount to $1,735,813, or nearly three- 
fourths of the entire sum; leaving only about 
$700,000 for the pay of the seamen. It appeared 
also, from the examinations he had made, that 
there was a larger number of these officers out of 
employment, and waiting orders, than there were 
in actual service. Yet, in the face of these facts, 
at the last session of Congress, for some reason 
which he did not pretend to understand, Congress 
voted to add four hundred and sixty-four to the 
number of midshipmen, when, at the same time, 
not more than one-half of them were needed for 
the service. Now, it struck him that it was not 
wise thus to go on increasing the number of officers 
for whom the Government had no employment. 
He therefore proposed so to modify the act of the 
last session as to provide againstthe appointment 
of any more midshipmen till the Secretary of the 
Navy might report that an additional number was 
requisite. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stronc 
who last addressed the committee upon this bill, 
had spoken with great pertinency and force of the 
necessity of retrenching these expenses of the 
navy. He (Mr. G.) desired also to retrench, but 
for another object. He desired to prepare for 
larger investments in that new field of expenditure 


. 
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recently preposed by the establishment of several | 


new lines of ocean mail steamers, 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, interposed now to say, 
it was impossible to hear what the gentleman was 
talking about from the part of the Hall where he was. 

Mr. PECK rose to a question of order. He 
submitted that the amendment of the gentleman 


from New York [Mr. Greevey] was not in order. | 


The bill proposed to appropriate money for the 
support of the navy for the year ending June 
30, 1850. The amendment proposed to regulate 
the appointment of officers, and it was not ger- 
mane tothe subject-matter of the bill.. 


The CHAIRMAN overruled the point of order. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, asked that order might || 


'in that way the evil would be cured. 


| he restored,and that the gentleman from New York 


{Mr. Greetey] would change his position, as not 
a word that he had said could be heard in the part 
of the Hall in which he (Mr. K.) was seated. 

Mr. GREELEY recapitulated the points of his 
explanation. 

Mr. KING said, there was no such increase of 
officers as the gentlemen had referred to. No in- 
crease had taken place in the appointment of offi 
cers of the navy since the act of 1842, except to 
fill vacancies. : 

Mr. GREELEY. Why, then, was this item in- 
creased to $2,600,000? © 

Mr. KING replied, that he had not inquired into 
that; but he knew that the act of 1842 had never 
been repealed. 

Mr. GREELEY continued, reiterating, that for 
some reason or other, here was an increase in the 
item of pay of $270,000 over the same item of last 


year. 


He proceeded to submit, whether it would not 


| be better to retrench instead of increasing these 


expenditures, which went to the pay of men not 
needed for the service, in order that the new field 
of national enterprise to which he had adverted, 
might be entered upon with more liberality. He 
rerarded the construction of those ocean mail 
steamers, (if they were properly built,) to be one 
of the best possible forms in which the public 
money could be invested. The Government would 
thus raise up a marine armament which would 
constitute one of the strongest defences of the 
country in tim® of war. For this reason he urged 
retrenchment in the old forms of naval expendi- 
tures, which he regarded as a system which ought 
to be considered obsolete and wearing out. He 
desired, at least, to put a stop to this appointment 
of additional midshipmen. He considered it full 
time that the whole subject.of naval expenditures 
was submitted to careful revision and amendment. 

Mr. SCHENCK asked that the amendment be 
read. 

And it was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. S. then, (under the privilege of a pro forma 
amendment,) was understood, amidst the noise of 
conversation, in which sometimes the speaker’s 
voice would be lost, to say that there might have 
been an increase of seamen; but certainly there 
had been no increase of officers requiring the ad- 
ditional amount of appropriation which the gentle- 
man from New York had pointed out. He did not 
pretend to explain the reason or necessity for the 
increase of appropriation—nor did he feel disposed 
atall to question the correctness of what had come 
from the Committee of Ways and Means—that 
was their business. But he desired to correct an 
error into which the gentleman had fallen. So far 
from the increase of officers to the number indi- 
cated (four hundred and sixty-four) by the law of 
last session, the actual number of the increase of 
midshipmen was only thirteen. Of the remainder 
of the number contemplated in the act referred to, 
it was provided that, whenever they should come 
to be appointed hereafter, they should be selected 
from the several Congressional districts of the Uni- 


_ ted States, which would give about two warrant 


officers to each district. That was part of the law 
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promoted or appointed to a higher erade,so as to he entire! 
to the pay and allowances thereof, until there are already 
officers of that higher grade employed or waiting orders. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, said, that that was now 
the law. The officers were constantly applying wo 
the Committee on Naval Affairs for allowances of 
the pay of the grade in which they had been ordered 
to serve. He had just been applied to to have that 
part of the law repealed. 

Mr. GREELEY withdrew the amendment. 


The following item being under consideration: 

For provisions for commission, warrant, and petty officers 
and seamen, including engineers and marines, attached to 
vessels for sen service, six hundred and eighty-six thousand 
two hundred dollars - 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, moved the 
following amendment, to come in at the end of the 
item: 


Provided, That ardent spirits shall not hereafter constitute 
any part of the navy rations. 


Mr. ROCKWELL said a few words in expla- 
nation. 

Mr. FULTON moved to amend the amendment 
by allowing five cents per day in heu of the spirit 
ration. 

Mr. ROCKWELL accepted the modification. 

Various pro forma amendments were moved, for 
ourposes of opinion, as follows: 

Mr. VENABLE. ‘To make the ration seven 
cents. ( Withdrawn.) 

Mr. GREEN. To strike out five cents and in- 
sert one. 

This amendment was rejectel. 


Mr. POLLOCK. ‘To strike out five cents, and 
insert four. Agreed to. 

Mr. MURPHY moved the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided also, That neither ardent spirits nor liquor of any 
kind whatever shall be introduced or kept abourd any na- 
tional vessel, or other vessel in the service of the United 
States, except as a part of the medicinal stores, 

Mr. M. explained. 

The amendment by ayes 89, noes 44, was agreed 
to. 
Mr. MORSE wished to move to double the 
ration. 

That motion being pronounced out of order— 

Mr. M. moved a pro forma amendment, to enable 
him to express his views against the whole prop- 
osition. 

Mr. BURT moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. VINTON hoped that the committee wouid 
not rise until four o’clock. 

The question was taken by tellers, (Mr. THome- 
son of Mississippi and Mr. Porttock,) and the 
vote stood—ayes 84, noes 60. 

So the committee rose and reportéd progress. 

On motion of Mr. FULTON, 

Resolved, ‘That Charles Tayvlorhave leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers from the files of the House. 

And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of A. D. Jacoba, Henry 
Heasley, and others, citizens of Mahoning county, Ohio, rep- 
resenting that in their opimion the system of land traffic, 
imported from Europe, is wrong in principle, and is fast 


of the last session; and there had been no such » debasing us to the condition of dependent tenants, resulting 


increase as the gentleman had spoken of. 

He proceeded to show that the effect of the 
amendment by the gentleman from New York 
would be to prevent the coming forward of young 


| midshipmen to fill the vacancies occurring by the 
| advancing age of the older officers, and it would 
put a stop to the equalization of appointments 
| amongst the several Congressional districts. The , 
/ amendment did not propose an adequate remedy | 
| for the evil complained of. He invited the gentle- 
/ man from New York to assist him in bringing up 


the bill upon the calendar for the benefit of the 
retired list of naval officers, which provided for the 
retirement of worn-out officers upon half-pay; and 
That was 
the remedy which the service needed, instead of 


putting a stop to future appointments, which would | 


also stop the plan of distribution amongst the dis- 


tricts, and permit all the old and worn-out officers | 


to continue to grow older and more useless, instead 
of putting them off at half-pay. 


The question was then taken on the amendment | 


of Mr. Greenery, and it was rejected. 


Mr. GREELEY offered the following amend- | 
| ment, to come in at the end of the item: 


Provided, That no officer of the navy shall heneeforth be 


in a rapid increase of inequality, misery, panperism, vice, 
and crime; and that theretore cifectual measures ought to 
be taken to eradicate the evil, and establish a principle more 


| in accordance with our republican theory as laid down in 


the Declaration of Independence ; and proposing that the 
General Government shall no longer traffic, nor permit traf- 
fic in the public lands yet in its possession, and that they 
shall be laid out in farms and lots for the free use of such 
landless citizens as will occupy them, &e. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: The memorial of C. Edwards 
Lester and others, of the city of New York, for cheap age. 

By Mr. PEYTON: The petition of N. BE. Gray and others, 
of Christian county, Kentucky, in favor of cheap postage, 


, and for the abolition of the franking privilege. 


By Mr. TUCK: The petition of H. W. Wilkingon and 187 
others, ladies of Syracuse, in the State of New York, praying 
Congress to prevent the extension of slavery, to withdraw all 


| countenance of the Government to the slave trade, and to 


abolish slavery wherever Congress have competent jurisdie- 
| tion. 

By Mr. GREELEY: Twenty-three memorials from eiti- 
zens of New York, asking Congress to abolish corporal 
punishment in the navy of the United States; three peti- 

| tions from citizens of New York, for cheap postage ; one 
from citizens of Defiance, Ohio, for the same. ; 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: The petition of a 
number of the citizens of Cumberland county, Pennsylva- 
nia, representing the depressed state of the mining and man- 
ufacturing interest of that State, and praying for euch a 

| modification of the present tariff as will afford adequate 
| protection and encouragement to these great interests, and 
| thereby restore and secure the home market to our farmers, 


| and employment to our labor. 
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IN SENATE. 


Tuvurspay, February 1, 1849. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial 


from citizens of Philadelphia, praying for the enact- 


ment of a law for the better regulating the mileage 


of members of Congress; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. | = 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from citizens 
of Illinois, asking 


a grant of public Iand to that | 


State, in aid of the construction of a railroad from | 
the Upper and Lower Mississippi to Chicago; | 


which was laid on the table. 
Mr. DIX presented a petition from Edward C. 


Delavan and others, citizens of Ballston and Sara- | 
toga, praying for the prohibition of the use of | 


Intoxicating 
vesse! 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DIX also presented a memorial from the 
merchants of New York, praying that a shoal 
outside of Nantucket may be marked by buoys; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


Mr. DAYTON presented a petition from citi- 


liquors on board of United States | 
- which was referred to the Committee on | 


zens of ‘Trenton and vicinity, praying for a reduc- 
tion of the rates of postage; which was laid on the 


table, 


Mr. BORLAND presented a petition from 8. | 
Waldrun, David P. Wells, and N. H. Wyse, com- | 


missioned officers of a company of mounted ran- 
gers, under the command of Captain Gates, at 


‘Tampico, asking compensation for their services; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported House bill to confiem the title to 
section 16, and the west half of section 12, in town- 
ship 3 north, range 16 east, in Seneca county, 
Ohio, without amendment. 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to grant a right of way 
across the public lands, and to dispose of said 


lands in aid of the several States in the construc. | 


tion of railroads and canals; which was read a first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the | 


Committee on Pensions be discharged from the 
consideration of the petition of Mary Connelly, on 
the ground that the case of the petitioner is pro- 


vided for by the existing law; and the committee | 


was discharged accordingly. 
Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, reported [louse bill to authorize new se- | 
lections of landsun lieu of worthless school sections 


or sections of inferior quality, and for other pur- 
poses, without amendment. 

Mr. CORWIN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill granting to the State of 
Louisiana land for internal improvement, without 
amendment. 


GOLD DOLLARS AND DOUBLE EAGLES. 

Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported a bill to authorize the coinage of 
gold dollars and double eagies; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 


PRINTING CONTRACT. 


Mr. PEARCE asked and obtained leave to in- 
troduce the following joint resolution extending 
the ime for receiving proposals for the printing of 
Congress: : 

Resolved, &c., That the time for receiving proposals for 
supplying the Senate and House of Representatives, respect- 
ively, of the next ehsuing Congress with the necessary 


printing thereof, be extended until the first day of Mareh 
next. 


Mr. President, L ask for the consideration of this 
resolution now, and if the Senate will allow me I 


will explain the reason why I think itnecessary that | 
it should! be acted upon at this time. I think there | 
is no doubt that the public printing has been lessex- | 


pensive under the arrangement of this and that last 
session than before. 
tion to the manner in which it is executed. 


But there is still great objec- | 
Some | 


of the officers of the Senate have been directed to | 


make an examination, and they have ascertained 


that the paper is of an inferior quality, and not 
according to contract. 


Likewise that the quantity | 


of matter on each page is less than that for which | 
we Stipulated, by at least ten per cent. In addi- | 


tion to this, there has been great delay in fur- 
nishing the Senate with documents which have 


| printing is done. 
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been ordered to be printed. At this late period of | 
the session Senators have received but three or 
four copies of the President’s message and accom- 
panying documents; while many documents or- 
dered at the last session have not yet been fur- 
nished,so that the reports and documents are likely 
to become stale before they are received. It is, 
therefore, desirable that some modification should 
be made in the joint resoluuion under which the 
Some Senators think that it 
should be abolished altogether; others, that it 
should be so modified as to afford some security 
for the prompt performance of the public printing. 
The resoluuon under which the printing is now 
done requires the publication of an advertisement 
for four weeks by the Secretary of the Senate and 
Clerk of the Hlouse of Representatives for bids, 
and at a time appointed by them the bids are to be 
opened. ‘The ume which they have fixed is the 
third day of February, and if we are to eilect any 
modification of the rules and regulations under 
which the printing is done, so as to secure dis- 
patch and a conformity with the contract, it is | 
necessary that the time at which the proposals shall 
be received shall be extended. My object is to 
extend the time tll the first of March, which will 
give opportunity to make some modification in the | 
contracts. If this shall be agreed to, 1 propose to 
submit a resolution to-morrow instructing the Com- 
mittee on Printing on this subject. 

The joint resolution was then taken up as in 
Committee of the Whole, and no amendment 
being made therein, it was reported,to the Senate, 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read a third ine and passed. 


WILLIAM DE BUYS. 


Mr. DOWNS moved that the previous orders 
be postponed, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill for the relief of William 
De Buys, late postmaster at New Orleans. 

After a few remarks from Mr. BADGER, Mr. 
YULEE, Mr. DOWNS, Mr. RUSK, Mr. JOHN- 
SON of Louisiana, and Mr. KING, the mouon | 
was agreed to. 

‘The bill was then taken up for consideration as 


, in Committee of the Whole, and reported without 


amendment. 
‘The question being on its third reading, some | 
remarks were made by Mr. NILES, Mr. KUSK, 
Mr. BRIGHT, and Mr. JOHNSON of Louisi- 
ana; when the question was taken, and decided in 
the negative—ayes 14, noes 19. 
So the bill was rejected. 
CAPTORS OF THE FRIGATE PHILADELPHIA. | 
The Senate then proceeded, on the motion of 
Mr. YULER, to the consideration of the bill for 
the relief of the captors of-the frigate Philadelphia, | 
Mr. DEX. In connection with the consideration 
of this bill, L intended to call the attention of the | 
Senate to certain papers; but, masmuch as these | 
papers are now In possession of a member of the 
other House, I shall not at present be able to do 
more than explain a motion to amend this bill 
which is based upon the facts set forth in those | 
papers. I desire to insert a provision in this bill | 
—which is in part for the relief of the heirs of | 
Commodore Decatur—providing that his nieces or | 
adopted children who were living with him at the | 
tume ot his death—two of whom are now married, | 
i 


and one of whom is the widow of Major ‘Twiggs, | 
who died in Mexico—shall, for the purposes of | 
this bill, be deemed as his children, and, as such, | 


be enutied to a share of this prize money. 


As there appears to be no particular necessity for | 


| the exhibition of these papers, | will offer the foi- 


_ lowing amendment, embracing im substance what I 


have already stated to the Senate. 


Provided, That the nieces of Commodore Stephen De- | 
caiur shail, for the purposes of this bill, be deemed his chil- 
dren, and share as such in the disimbution of the prize 
money to be made. 


Mr. KING. I understand that these adopted 
children of Commodore Decatur were not living 
with him at the time of his death. If such be the 
fact, it appears to me that the object of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York would 
be more clearly set forth by naming these individ- 
uals, and constituting thei as joint heirs, so far | 
as regards the distribution of this fund. 

Mr. YULEE. 1 would suggest a course in re- 
lation to this matter which may be satisfactory, |, 


to by the Senate in the form in which ; 


The || , 
papers showing the propriety of this amendment, || Te@sury, and cannot go to his credit, nor to the 


as | have said, are not now in my possession. 
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perhaps, and that is, that this amend ment be 


agreed 
t now 


stands, and the bill reported; and then, before the 


final engrossment and passage of the bill, jr th 
Senate perceive any defect in the operation of q.. 
amendment, it can be remedied. = 

Mr. CAMERON. I think the difficulty 
matter would be obviated by inserting the 
of these individuals, as suggested by the § 
from Alabama. 

Mr. DIX. I have no objection to th 
all. I move that the amendment be altered go , 
to read that ** Mrs. Priscilla Twiggs and her aa 
sisters be considered as joint heirs in the distyj\y 
tion of this prize money.”’ I would also ask that 
the words ‘living with him at the time of i 
death”’ be stricken out. I suppose [ was laboring 
under a misapprehension in regard to this fact. 

The amendment was modified accordingly, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to ask the Sen. 
ator from New York for some information, I 
would inquire, if the law disposes of this mone, 
after the death of Commodore Decatur, how cay 
the Senator deprive those who are entitled to thar 
money under the law of its enjoyment by any 
amendment he may offer? Coming from the int. 
rior of the country, as [ do, I know very little 
about the maritime regulations of prize cases, they 
not having come under my notice or supervisios, 
What I want to be informed about upon this ques. 
tion is this: If acts of Congress declare, that Mon 
the death of an officer, his heirs shail be entitled to 
prize-money that may be due to him, and if those 
acts of Congress regulate the disposition of prize- 
money accruing after his death, how can we pre- 
vent its falling into the channel thus pointed out 
by law? I presume we cannot; yet Senators 
around me state that there is no law or arrange- 
ment affecting this particular case which directs 
what course this money shall take. I had sup- 
posed, as | have said, that there was some rule for 
the regulation of the distribution of this prize- 
money; but, from the remarks | have heard, | sup- 
pose that it is in the power of Congress, with 
reference to this particular case, to make what 


in the 
hameg 
enator 


at plan at 


| arrangements they — as to the distribution. 


Mr. YULEE. can satisfy the mind of the 
Senator from Kentucky upon this point, perhaps, 
when I state that this bounty money proposed to 
be granted by this bill does not enter into the as- 
sets of a deceased officer. Had Commodore Veca- 


tur brought this ship out of the harbor of ‘Tripoli, 


he and those assisting him in the enterprise would 
have been entitled, under the existing prize act, to 
a distribution among them of a sum of money 
equivalent to the value of the vessel; but, as this 
vessel was destroyed in the harbor, they were en- 
titled to nothing under the existing law. It has 


| been usual, however, in the practice of the Gov- 


ernment, with reference to cases of this character, 
to make remuneration in the way of bounty, or the 
donation of an amount commensurate to the ser- 
vices rendered, and also as a tribute of gratitude. 
The prize-money involved in this case is bounty 
that has thus been granted to the captors of this 
vessel. ‘The distribution of such bounty is not 
only regulated in respect to the heirs of an officer 
who may have died, but is absolutely prohibited 
in some cases. For instance, this bill provides 
that the distribution of these shares shall be made 
to oflicers,now living, and in case of their death 


_the shares are to be distributed equally among 
| their widows and children; but, in default of any 


widows or children, the money shall remain in the 


credit of any of his collateral issues. This is, 
therefore, a case of bounty, to be distributed under 
certain limitations, as Congress pleases. In this 


| case it appears that Mrs. ‘Twiggs and sisters, pro- 


vided for in this amendment, were adopted by 
Commodore Decatur as his children, and were 
regarded as such by him at thetime of his death. 


| This fact coming under the notice of Congress, it 
seems pro 
 lowance of the share of prize-money due Commo- 
_dore Decatur’s widow, that these joint heirs, his 


r, in making arrangement for the al- 


adopted children, should be recogiized as such by 


us in this bill. 


Mr. KING. This bill was up for consideration 


some weeks past, but laid aside in consequence of 


my desire to examine it more particularly, and 
ascertain whether some provision had not already 


. been made to the widow of Commodore Decatur 


since the time of his death, in the form of certain 
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I found upon examination, however, 
that the widow of Commodore Decatur has re- 
syed nothing—not One cent. The Senator from 
Tia was perfectly correct in his statement, 
= the bill was up before, as to this fact. ‘The 
poo that passed Congress authorizing her to 
poser ak a certain pension as the widow of a de- 
eo pas officer of the United States service, gave 
ie option to receive the pension allowed under 
che general law, or to take the advantagerof a spe- 
cial act passed for her benefit. Unfortunately for 
herself, she chose to take the benefitjof the general 
aw; and that law having expired by its own lim- 
‘ation, she is now in the receipt of nothing at all 
from the Government. | Although there appears to 
he some propriety In giving to the nieces of Com- 
modore Decatur—tfor whom he entertained the 
strongest affection—a portion of the amount to be 
Jiowed as a gratuity to the widow and heirs of 
those who participated in that brilliant action, yet 
it appears to me it 18 going too far to grant the 
allowance to these nieces, as contemplated by this 
amendment. His widow, I think, should have at 
least one-half of the amount of this gratuity, while 
the other half might be distributed to these nieces, 


cratuilies- 
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if you choose. Unless she receives the larger por- |) 


tion of this money she will be placed in possession 
of but a mere pittance, and that, too, when she 1s 
row almost in a destitute condition. I wish the 
Senate would turn their attention to this matter. 
For one, | have had my feelings strongly en- 
listed in behalf of Commodore Decatur’s widow; 
for | know Commodore Decatur was a proud man, 
and he would have given his whole estate to her 
rather than she should be placed in a condition 
almost of destitution. The estate left her—possi- 
bly through some extravagance; I will not say that 
was the case, however—was, at the time of the 
Commodore’s death, subject to heavy mortgages, 
to meet which the larger portion was exhausted. 
I throw out the suggestion, that if the Senate is 
disposed to include in this distribution these nieces 


of Commodore Decatur, not more than one-half of | 


the whole amount be allowed to be divided among 
tiem. 

Mr. DIX. Iam perfectly willing to assent to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama, if 
the amendment, thus modified, will be satisfactory 
to him—the widow of Commodore Decatur to re- 
ceive one-half of his share of the money, and the 
other half to be distributed among his three nieces, 
they receiving one-sixth each. 


Mr. KING. Do I understand the Senator from 
New York as accepting my proposition of a modi- 
fication of his amendment? 


Mr. DIX. If I understood the proposition as 
staung that the widow should receive one-half of 
the money, and the three neices the other half, | 
will accept it. 

Mr. BERRIEN, 
that the question should be taken upon the amend- 
ment in its Original form. 1 understand this to be 
a bounty proposed by Congress to the officers and 
crew that burnt the frigate Philadelphia. 
tended as a bounty, so far as Commodore Decatur 


Mr. President, I would prefer | 


It is in- | 


is concerned, to those persons to whom, if alive, | 


he would have distributed it. I really cannot per- 
ceive any reason why one moiety of the sum should 


be given exclusively to the widow, and the other | 


three heirs permitted to share only in the residue. 
I think they should all stand on an equal footing. 


My information on this subject is, that Commo- | 


dore Decatur designed to have made these ladies 


his heirs, and that he abstained from making a will | 


under the impression that the feeling of his own 


bosom was shared, in the same degree in which it | 


was entertained by him, by his wile. 
nately, differences of opinion have since occurred 
in the regulation and distribution of this bounty, 
we ought to look to the ume when harmony ex- 
isted among all parties. 1 think the wishes of 
Commodore Decatur would be best fulfilled by 


placing each of these ladies upon an equal footing, | 


and | would prefer the amendment in its original 
form. I would suggest, therefore, to the Senator 
from New York, that instead of accepting the 
suggestion offered by 
as a modification of his [Mr. Dix’s} amendment, 


the Senator from Alabama | 


it should be moved as an amendment to the original | 


amendment, and take the sense of the Senate upon || that they are his heirs; and if so, we ought not to 


it in that form. 


Mr. DIX said he would act in accordance with 
the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia. He 





would not accept of the suggestion previously made 
by the Senator from Alabama as a part of his 
amendment, but would prefer that the Senator 
from Alabama should move it as an amendment 
to the original amendment, and that the sense of 
the Senate should be taken upon it in that form. 
Mr. KING. The Senator fromfGeorgia has not 
adverted, | presume, in the remarks he has made, 
to the provisions of the general bill. If he had 
done so, he would have perceived that my amend- 
ment is in accordance with its provisions. In the 
general provisions of the bill, we do not intertere 
with any collaterals, however many there may be, 
and in the cases of some of these officers and crew 
there were collateral relatives equally dear to them 
as Were these nieces to their deceased uncle. Why, 
then, should we sutler the widow of one officer or 
one man who partook in this achievement, to re- 
ceive the whole amount of her deceased husband’s 
share of this money, and deprive another, who is 
the widow of the most gallant, or certainly one of 
the most gallant officers this country has ever pro- 
duced, of the whole of her share, except a bare 
paruicipation with many others, who are merely 
the collateral relatives of her deceased husband. 
True, these nieces were, in some degree, con- 
sidered by Commodore Decatur as his children. 
They were thus considered, so far as his affec- 
tions led him to furnish what was necessary for 
their subsistence and comfort. But, sir, you draw 
a distinction here, if the original amendment pre- 
vails, between the widow of Commodore Decatur 
and the widowg of other officers, certainly not 
entirely just towards her. Ll ask the honorable Sen- 


' ator from Georgia, whether the widow of Captain 
Lawrence, provided his brothers or sisters, had | 


| more dependent than they are. 


had daughters, should have received the whole of 
her share of this money, or whether it should have 
been divided among the nieces of Captain Law- 
rence and herself? ‘Ihis is an invidious distinction, 
and against the widow of the principal officer who 
performed a most gallant act—an act more distin- 
guished, perhaps, tor gallantry, for heroism, and 
for self-devotion to the interests of the nation, than 
any other act that has ever been performed during 


our country’s existence; and yet you draw that | 


distinction against his widow. If he had lived, 
however anxious he might be to provide for his 
relatives, rather than see her reduced to compara- 
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tive beggary, he would have given her the whole, | 


5 ‘ ‘ 
without a moment's hesitation, because she is 


She is growing 


| old, and has no resources, while they have many. 


I have every disposition to do what is right and 
just upon this question. 1 am disposed to be as 
liberal towards the nieces of Commodore Decatur 


as I can be without doing an act of injustice to- 


wards his widow, by assigning to her a mere 


| child’s part of that which is wholly her own. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it strikes me, 
that in matters of this*sort, the condition of the 
parties is a matter to be considered. If the nieces 


| of Commodore Decatur are wealthy persons, and 


are not so much in need of this money as the wife 
of Commodore Decatur is, it strikes me that the 
widow should have the larger part, at least, be- 
cause the object of the bill 1s to do an act of jus- 


| tice, on the part of the Government, to the memory 


If, unfortu- || 


| children. 


| cation. 


and services of a deceased and highly meritorious 
officer; and in doing that act of justice, we should 


look at the effect it is likely to have upon the hap- | 


piness and comfort of those objects left behind 
him, and who were dear to him. 


that, we must look at the condition of those ob- | 


| jects, this widow’s wants, and the wants of these 


nieces of Commodore Decatur. I should be gov- 
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the gallantry of Commodore Decatur, it is rather 
agreeable to me that it should go to his blood. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator from Alabama is under a misapprehension 
when he supposes that I have not read the original 
bill. Tam perfectly aware of its provisions. It 
puts the widow and children on the same footing. 
If there be any children, it provides for the equal 
distribution of the money among them and the 
widow. If there be no children, inasmuch as col- 
lateral relatives are not recognized, it gives the 
whole amount to the widow.- 

Well now, if Lam asked why I adopt the course 
which I have sugeested—why I distinguish these 
collateral nieces of Commodore Decatur from other 
collateral kindred, lL answer, the distinction is made 
upon the ground on which Commodore Decatur 
himself, in bis life, made it. By the adoption of 
these persons as his children, he changed their 
character from collaterals to that of issue children. 
And it is that determination of his that I Wish to 
see carried out. 

Now, sir, in relation to the suggestfon of the 
Senator from Ohio, that the condition of these 
relatives should enter into our consideration in de- 
termining this distribution, | agree perfectly with 
that view of the subject; and [ am therefore au- 
thorized to state that the motive which has in- 
duced me to interfere in this matter is, that one of 
these nieces (who is the widow of a gallant offi er, 
and whose family resides in the State from which 
1 come) is herself living in indigent circumstances, 
and unprotected, in consequence of the death of 
her gallant husband. A sugvestion is made by a 
Senator near me that the lady of whom | speak 
has not only lost her husband, but her son aiso, 
in the late war with Mexico. She has children, 
and is in needy circumstances, aud, if any dis- 
tinction were to be made, her situation would seem 
to appeal to the Senate to make a distinction in 
her favor. I presume the other sisters, though not 
having the same charges upon them, are in cir- 
cumstances equally necessitous. ‘Therefore, con- 
curring in the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio 
as to the ground upon which this distribution 
should be made, namely, the necessities of the par 
ues, lL ask that these collateral relatives of Com- 
modore Decatur, whose character was changed 
by his adoption of them as his children, shall be 
placed upon an equal footing with the widow in 
the eeerers ot this act of public bounty. 

Mr. DIX. Mr. President, | wish to make one 
remark in relation to the viewtaken of this matter 
by the Senator from Ohio. The amendment, as it 
was originally offered, was precisely in accordance 
with the provisions of the bill, so far as the dis- 


| tribution is concerned. It assumes that these per- 
| sons were the children of Commodore Decatur, 


adopted by him, and would, had he lived, have 
been provided for by him as his children, 

With regard to the situation of these parties, I 
will state, in reply to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio, that one of these nieces is the wife of 
a purser in the navy. Another is Mrs, ‘Twiggs, 
who lost her husband and a son in Mexico; beth 


| of them lost their lives upon the field of battle, 
| She has several children, and | understand is with- 


in order to do || 


erned, then, entirely, in parceling out the whole || 
amount of this little pittance among these four | 


| ladies, by the consideration of the neediness of 


their condition. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, 1 understand | 


that these ladies were the adopted children of Com- 
modore Decatur. 
position of Congress to make them his adopted 
If we give them, therefore, that rela- 
tion, we ought to give it fully and without qualifi- 
If we say they are his children, and that 
they have rights as his children, they ought to 
come in and claim their rights without any quali- 
‘fication. I understand that it has been conceded 


impair, by our legislation, any of the rights inci- 


] dent to that relationship. On the contrary, Mr. 
\| President, as this prize-money has been won by 


At any rate, it is now the dis- | 


out means, except that she has a pension, | be- 
lieve, of about three hundred and sixty dollars a 
year. I think she has three or four children. The 
other sister is unmarried and has no means. She 
lives with her brother-in-law, and is also assisted 
by her brother. 

Mr. ALLEN. What distribution will the bill 
in its present form make? 

Mr. DIX. It will give each person one-fourth 
ofthe money. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by Mr. Kine, and it was 
rejected. 

The question on the amendment submitted by 


| Mr. Dix was then taken, and the amendment was 
| agreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to its engrossment 
for a third reading, and was read a third ume, by 
unanimous consent, and passed. 

FULLER AND SAVAGE. 

On motion of Mr. KLNG, the previous orders 
were postponed, and thé Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill for the relief of William Fuller and 


| Charles Savage. 


The bill being under consideration, the amend- 
ment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill 
was then read a third time and passed. 
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FULLER AND SALTMARSH. 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the previous orders 
were postponed, and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the House bill for the relief of William Ful- 
ler and Orlando Saltmarsh. se 

The bill being under consideration as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and no amendment being 
offered, it was reported to the Senate, and read a 
third time and passed. 

DAVID MYERLE. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill for the 
relief of David Myerle, as in Committee of the 
Whole ° 

The question being on the amendment moved 
by Mr. UnpeEkwoop— 

“Mr. BRADBURY made a few remarks, and 
was followed by Mr. ATCHISON, Mr. BAD- 
GER, Mr. NILES, Mr. TURNEY, and Mr. 
METCALFE. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed, 

Mr. BORLAND indicated an amendment, which 
he proposed to offer in case the motion for indefinite 
wostponement be decided in the negative. 

The bill was further discussed by Mr. BENTON, 
Mr. YULEER, Mr. BERRIEN, and Mr. HANNE- 
GAN. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to lay the bill on the 
table, and asked for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, 

The question was then taken, and decided as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Benton, Borland, Bradbury; 
Dix, Downes, Feloh. Puzgerald, Hamlin, Hannegan, Hanters 
Jonson ot Georgia, Jones, Mason, Metcalfe, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Underwood, and Upham—19. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Atherton, Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Ber 
rien, Bright, Buder, Clarke, Davis of Missis-1ppi, Dayton, 
Dickinson, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Foote, 


Greene, Houston, Johuson ot Lousiana, King, Miller, Niles, 
Pearce, Rusk, Spruance, Walker, Webster, aud Yulee—27, 


So the motion was negatived, 


Mr. 3H ANNEGAN moved that the Senate now 
adjourn; which was decided in the negative—ayes 
19, noes 23. 

Mr. BENTON addressed the Senate in explana- 
tion, and was asin followed by Mr. BERRIEN. 

Additional documents were read, at the request 
of Mr. BADGER, explanatory of the facts and 
circumstances of the cause. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, I believe a 
motion to recommit takes precedence of a motion 
Lo pastpone, 

Mr. ATCHISON. If the Senator desires to 
make such a motion, I will withdraw the motuon 
that | made to postpone. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I desire to make a motion 
to recommit the petiuon and papers to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Aflairs, with instructions to refer 
the same to the Naval Department, for the purpose 
of obtaming any information which can there be 
furnished concerning this claim. 

Before the question is taken on this motion I 
wish to say one word, and it is this: We have no- 
where any information which seems to be direct 
and authenue as to the ground of the rejection of 
this hemp by the commissioners, and it may be 
that the department is in possession of such in- 
formation as will throw material light on the sub- 
ject. | hope therefore that the bill will be recom- 
mitted. 

1 wish to remark further, that, in making this 
contract, the department conferred its bounty by 
giving to Mr. Myerle a sum greatly larger than 
the market price, and that it was in this way that 
he was to derive his benefit; and when the com- 
missioners made the report which has been read 
by the Senator from Georgia, recommending an 
advance of $25,000, it is worthy of notice that 
Congress did not adopt it, but went forward and 
made a new contract, which has also been read, 
and he was to seek his benefit from that contract. 
Now, whether they were liberal to him or not, we 
have no information except that which seems to 
have been derived from others. As to the cer- 
tificates from gentlemen respecting the benefits 
derived from the introduction of his process of 
water-rotting hemp, what knowledge have we of 
those from whom they ¢éome? We know not 
whether thoseindividuals had furnished hemp to 
him, and whether, therefore, he was not indebted 
to them. On this and other points we need inform- 
ation, and hénce 1 move the recommitial of this 


bill. 


The question was taken on the motion to recom- 
mit, and on a division, 14 voted in the affirmative 
and 16 in the negative—no quorum voting. 

Mr. ATCHISON moved an adjournment, which 
was agreed to on a division—18 voting in the affirm- 
ative and 15 in the negative. 

The Senate thereupon adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 1, 1849. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. DIXON asked the unanimous consent to 
introduce a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired what 
was the regular order of business? 

The SPEAKER. Reports from committees, 
commencing at the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CABELL asked leave to withdraw certain 
pape rs. 

‘The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut will be read, unless it is 
objected to. 

Mr. BURT insisted on the regular order of busi- 

ness. 
The SPEAKER said, the Chair was of opinion 
that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Dixon] 
having first obiained the floor, had a right to have 
his resolution read, and then objection, if madc, 
would be entertained. 

‘The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be in- 
structed to inquire Whether a system ol @ountics has been 
established by any toreigu countries, upou goods manulac- 
turedin such countries, and imported into the United States, 
and Whether any counteracting measures Ought to be adopt- 
ed by Congress. 

‘The objection of Mr. Burr being entertained, 
the resoluuon was not received; and the regular 
order of business, viz: the reception of reports trom 
the committees, was announced by the Chair. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, inquired if the 
unfinished business of yesterday, at the time the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, did not come up as the 
first business in order? 

‘The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would state to the 
gentleman from Alabama, that the bill introduced 
irom the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
(viz: the bill relative to the slave trade in the Dis- 
irict of Columbia,) having had its first and second 
reading, and not having been referred or disposed 
of, remains upon the file of biils on their engross- 
ment on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HOUSTON said he did not allude to that 
bill, but to the bill which his colleague [Mr. GayLe} 
yesterday proposed to put on its passage granung 
the rightot way to the Mobile asd Ohio Railroad 
Company. 

‘The SPEAKER stated that this bill was in the 
same situauon upon the Speaker’s table. 

SALARIES OF JUDGES. 

Mr. MEADE, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to change the times of hold- 
ing the district courts of the United States in the 
western district of Virginia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice. 

Mr. VIN'TON moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting, in lieu of the section, the following: 

Be it further enacted, ‘Phat when the salaries now allowed 
by law to any district judge of the United States is less than 
two thousand dollars per anuuim, the sui shall he raised to 


the sum of two thousand dollars from aud after the first day 
of Junuary, in the year 154. 


Mr. VINTON said, the bill now before the 
House proposed to raise the salary of the judge 
of the western district of Virginia to $2,000. In 
his (Mr. V.’s) opinion, it was no more than he or 
any other judge ought to receive. There was a 
very great inequality in the salaries of the judges 
of the different courts of the United States. Some 
of them were, he believed, as high as $3,500, and 
some of them as low as $1,000. 


Now, according | 


to his notion of the qualifications requisite for the | 
office, any man who was fit to be a judge of a | 
district court of the United States was enutled to | 


receive a salary, at Rast, of $2,000, And it made 


no difference whether you gave him full employ- | 


mentor not. When he received his appointment 


he was—if he might use the expression—seques- | 


tered from other business, and was bound to dis- 
charge the duties of his office. If he did not re- 


ceive full employment, it was not his fault; it was | 


his good fortune, if he (Mr. V.) might say so. 
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| the western district of Virginia, he received at th: 
time, he (Mr. V.) believed, a salary of , his 


SOme 


$1,600. The district judge of Ohio received 
the judges of Illinois, Indiana, and Misso 
each. Now, the United States distric 
Ohio had more business to do in one of 
than the business which was done in all the q.. 
tricts of Virginia put together. But, as hye coe 
already said, this judge was obliged to perf ~ 
the duty of traveling from county to county to hold 
his courts, though he had but little business 

In his opinion, any judge that merited a « 
upon the bench, was entitled to receive ¢9 000 
These inequalities ought not to exist. They stain 
from the kind of legislation which was now bet. 
the House. They created the office of . 
and fixed his salary in that particular case; ‘sor, 
times they raised it to $3,000 or $4,000, sometiries 
it was only $1,000. He thought there should ¥4 
an equality, and he had offered this amendmey 
(with the consent of the gentleman who yx vorted 
the bill) for the purpose of iixing a minimum salary 
the effect of which would be to put the lacie 
of all the judges of the district courts of the United 
States, which were now below $2,000, on a footins 
of equality at $2,000. He hoped the amendme,;, 
would be adopted. 

Mr. KAUFMAN said ke was glad that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Oniv {Mr. Vix. 
ron} was oifered with the consent of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,] who reported the 
bill under consideration from the Judiciary Com. 
mittee. He said he disliked the great inequality 
of the salaries of judges and other officers. The 
same compensation should be meted out to al! for 
the same services. Some district judges were now 
receiving $3,500, and others only $1,000 per an- 
num. He (Mr. K.) said he wouid vote to reduce 
the salaries of those who received more than 
$2,000 per annum, were it not for the positive 
prohibition of the Constitution. ‘That was a fair 
salary. The United States district judge of Texas 
receives a salary of $2,000 per annum, and he was 
willing to accord to others similar compensation to 
that received by the same officers in ‘Texas. The 
law fixing the salary of the district judge in Texas, 
he said, was passed before he had taken his seat 
here. ‘The best lawyers in the country should be 
selected to fill these places; and although some 
judges had more business to transact than others, 
yet the sacrifice of a good lawyer in accepting the 
office of district judge was the same in all cases. 


81500 
url $1,560) 
t judge of 


his Courts 


eat 


Judge, 


t 


| He sacrificed all his business at the bar, and was 


prevented altogether*from practising. You give 
your Auditors and heads of bureaus, $3,000 per 
annum. Will not an able and competent jndge, 
sacrificing his practice, earn as much as $1,000 less 
than an Auditor here?” I shall vote for the amend- 
ment because it breathes the spirit of equality. If 
it is right as recommended by the committee in 
the case of the Virginia judge, and as fixed by 
law in many other States, it is right in others not 
yet so favored; and | prefer general to special and 
partial legislation. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, raised the point that it 
was not in order, on this bill, which related to the 
salary of a-particular judge, and was a bill losal 
in its character, to regulate the salaries of all the 
district judges of the United States whose salaries 
were now less than $2,000. 

Before the Speaker announced his decision on 
the point of order— 

Mr. COBB proceeded to state his objection to 
the amendment. He said that the salaries not only 
of the district judges, but of the district attorneys, 
and of the marslials, were unequal. He had en- 
deavored to procure the action of this House, 
through the Judiciary Committee, to equalize all 
these salaries, and he believed a bill for this pur- 
pose was now before the House. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, (in his seat.) It is, sir. 

Mr. COBB said he was extremely anxious that 
this bill (which he was informed by the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee he was right in saying 
was before the House) should be passed, so as to 
remove the evils of all those inequalities. If they 
attempted to regulate the salaries of the district 
judges in a bill of this character, they took away 
the influence of those gentlemen who were in favor 


of this especial proposition from the support of 


the general provision for reduction. The inequali- 
ties in the salaries of all these officers should be 
reduced in one bill. The district attorneys 10 


Now, as to the salary of this district judge of || some States of the Union received compensations 
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mounting } 
Se other States, where the labors were equally 


seat, hey amounted to comparatively nothing. 
Oe ASHMUN called the gentleman to order. 
After a brief conversation on the point of order— 
The SPEAKER said the Chair had uniformly 
hat a provision of a general character was 
rder as an amendment to a bill of local 


He therefore ruled the 


decided t 
not in 0 
-haracter like the present. 
amendment out of order. ' 

Mr. WHITE moved that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Ue, VINTON appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, and supposed (he said) that the appeal 
was debatable. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman could state 
the grounds of his appeal. 

Mr. VINTON did so. : 

The SPEAKER stated the grounds of his de- 

sion. 

“i. TAYLOR rose to inquire whether the 
amendment of his colleague (Mr. Vinron] pro- 
osed to equalize all the salaries of all the district 
iudges of the United States, or whether it proposed 
simply to raise those salaries which were less than 
two thousand dollars? 

The amendment was explained. 

Mr. VINTON made a few remarks in explana- 
tion of what he considered the erroneous decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER was understood to suggest that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] might 
accomplish his object by moving to recommit the 
pill to the Committee on the Judiciary, with in- 
structions to inquire into the expediency of report- 
ing a provision such as that contemplated in the 
amendment. 

Mr. VINTON expressed his willingness to make 
that motion. 

Mr. TOOMBS briefly sustained the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. ASHMUN (in a few words) opposed it. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL sustained it. 

Mr. KAUFMAN invited the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Viwron] to withdraw his appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. He (Mr. Kk.) thought 
that that decision was correct. ‘he object of the 
gentleman could be obtained by accepting the 
suggestion which the Speaker had made to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary with 
instructions to inquire into the expediency of adopt- 
ing such a provision. Let that committee report 
upon It. 


ne almost to fortunes ina few years; while 


Mr. VINTON said he had no objection to that | 


course. He did not desire to take any question 
upon the appeal, unless it was necessary to accom- 
plish the object he had in view. If the House was 
content to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
the Judiciary with the instructions embraced in his 
amendment, his purpose would be answered; and 


he would now make that motion, with the under- | 
standing that if it should not prevail, he would | 


renew his proposition to amend. ~ 
Mr. TOOMBS said, he objected. The gentle- 


man had no right to make his proposition with any | 


such understanding. 


Mr. VINTON supposed, he said, that he couid | 


renew his proposition. 
The SPEAKER. 
gentleman to withdraw his appeal. 
Mr. VINTON said, he withdrew the appeal; 
and he moved that the bill be recommitted, with 
lnstractions, 


Mr. FICKLIN suggested to Mr. Vinton so to || 


amend his instructions as to provide that the ap- 
pointments made hereafter should be reduced to 
the sum of two thousand dollars. The salary of 
these judges who were in office could not be re- 
duced, but they might be reduced as to all judges 
hereafter to be appointed. 

Mr. VINTON was understood not to accept the 
suggestion. 

The SPEAKER said the question before the 
House was on the recommitment of the bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary with instructions. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, obtained the floor. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said that he moved to 
amend the resolutions so as to provide for an in- 
guiry into the xe Suen? 

Mr. JONES claimed the floor. 

Mr. COBB. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I 
thought I had the floor. I will not trespass on the 
rights of my worthy friend if I know it. 


The Chair understands the | 


| 





Mr. JONES said it would be recollected by the 
House, that ai the last session of Congress, a bill 
similar in character to that now under cousidera- 
tion was before this House. A motion was at that 
time made and sustained here, to strike out the 
third section of the bill, (he believed it was the 
third,) which provided for the salary of the judge 
in Virginia. ‘That motion prevailed, and the biil 
was then passed, having reierence me rely to the 
alteration of the ume of holding the courts there. 

In that form the bill went to the Senate. In that 
body, the provision in relation to the increase of 
the salary was reinstated, and was sent back to 
this House. The House non-concurred in the 
amendment. The bill was again returned to the 
Senate. A comnnittee of conference on the part of 
the two Houses was appointed, and upon the last 
night of the session that committee reported a pro- 
vision fixing the salary at two thousand dollars, 
W hen the report was made, it was, on the mouon 
of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Vinron,| laid 
upon the table by a vote, he (Mr. J.) believed, of 
some two-thirds or three-fourths of the members 
of this House. 

Mr. VINTON asked leave to explain; and (the 
floor having been yielded for the purpose) he pro- 
ceeded to say, that the motion he then made was 
based upon the very proposition which he had 
now suggested. He stated at that time what he 
had stated to-day, that he had no objection to raise 
the salary of this judge, if all the other judges were 
placed on the same footing, But his objection was 
against this parual and unequal legislauon. 

Mr. JONES resumed. He did not know (he 
said) that there was any district judge in the 
United States who asked that his salary might be 
increased except this judge from Virginia. but let 
gentlemen look at other States and see how the 
judges were situated there. In the State of ‘Ten- 
nessee there was one district judge in a population, 
he (Mr. J.) supposed, of over one milion. ‘The 
judge held the court in the three grand divisions 
gf the State. Huis salary was fifteen hundred 
dollars, being the same amount which the State 
of ‘Tennessee paid to her circuit judges; and he 
thought that the office ofa judge of a State was 
as important in view of the adjudication of ques- 
tions that might come before them as that of a dis- 
trict judge of the United States. In his judgment, 
in fixing the salaries of judges and other ollicers, 
located in the different States, some regard should 
be paid to the sularies paid by these States to sim- 
ilar officers within the States. lt was by giving 
salaries to similar Officers much larger than those 
which were.given by the States that the anxiety 
of persons who thought themselves competent fur 
these offices was increased to procure appoint 
ments to those created by the General Govern- 
ment rather than to those created by the States. 
When the House was trying to create equality by 
fixing the salaries at two thousand dollars, it was 
producing the very imequality which it was the 
professed object of the bili to prevent, by giving 
to the judges of the State of Ohio and of other 
States a salury of two thousand dollars, when here 
were some twelve or fifieen circuit judges who 
were receiving only fifteen hundred dollars. As 
he had said before, the circuit judges of ‘Tennessee 
and the district judges of the United States courts 
receive the same salaries, 


Believing that the House was not prepared at 


this time to make any increase in these salaries, 
and believing that the opinions which had been 
expressed upon the subject at the last session of 
Congress, and as the period of the session was 
now late, he would move that the bill be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, desired to say a 
single word. 

‘The SPEAKER said the motion to lay on the 
table was not debatable. 

Mr. WHITE inquired whether his motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union would not take precedence of 
the motion to lay on the table? 

The SPEAKER said that the motion to lay the 
bill on the table was the first question in order. 

After an inquiry by Mr. MEADE— 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays on his 
mbdtion; which were ordered. 

And the question, ‘* Shall the bill be laid on the 
table?’’ was then taken, and decided in the affirm- 

| ative—yeas 91, nays Se—as follows: 
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Bowdon, Bowlin, Brady, Wm. G. Brown, Albert G. Brown, 
Canby, Franklin Clark, Beverly L. Clarke, Howell Coba, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Collins, Conger, Cranston, 
Crozier, Cummins, Daniel, Dickey, Dickinson, Dison, Ene 
bree, Nathan Evans, Parrelly, Picklin, Gou, Green, Greeley, 
Hale, Wilherd P. Hall, Hammons, James G. Hampton, Heary, 
Hill, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, George 8. Houston, Hubbard, 
Hudson, Jnge, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kellogg, Kennon, Damel P. King, Lahm, William T. Law 

renee, Sidney Lawrence, Ligon, Lord, Maclay, MeCier 

nand, Mclivaine, McKay, MeLane, Job Mann, Miller, \or- 
ris, Muilin, Peck, Phelps, Pollock, Putnam, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Richey, Robinson, Rockhill, Julius Rockwell, 
Rumsey, St. Johu, Sawyer, Shepperd, Sherrill, Stingerland, 
Sinart, Truman Smith, Starkweather, Charies E. Stuart, 
Strohm, Turner, Watlace, Wentworth, White, Wiek, 
Wiley, and Williams—9}. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Ashmun, Bedinger, Belcher, 
Boyd, Boyden, Brodhead, Burt, Butler, Cabell, Catheart, 
Chapman, Clingman, Crisfield, Crowell, Daring, Dunn, 
Edsall, Edwards, FParan, Featherston, Fisher, Flournoy, 
Freedley, French, Fulton, Gaines, Ciayle, Giddings, Goggin, 
Gregory, Grinnell, Nathan K. Hall, Harmanson, Harris, 
Henley, John W. Houston, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, [ver- 
son, James H. Johnson, Robert W. Johnsen, John W. Jones, 
Kaufinan, ‘Thomas Butler King, Letiler, Levin, Lineoln, 
Lynde, MeDowell, Horace Mann, Marvin, Meade, Morse, 
Murphy, Nelson, Newell, Outlaw, Paltrey, Peastee, Pen- 
dieton, Peyton, Preston, Rhett, John A. Rockwell, Root, 
Schenek, Silvester, Caleb B. Saath, Robert Suith, Stanten, 
Andrew Stewart, Strong, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibode aux, 
Jacob Thompson, Thurston, Tompkins, ‘Toombs, Tuck, 
\ —— ke, Venable, Vinton, Warren, Wilson, and Wood 
ware os, 


So the bill was laid on the tabie. 


On motion of Mr. CABELL, it was 


Ordered, That Joseph Sierra have lenve to withdraw hi 
petition and papers from the files of the House. 


The petition and papers were thereupon deliv- 
ered to Mr. Canece. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill for the relief of Stoughton 
A. Fletcher; which was read twice. : 

The question was stated, Shall this bill be en- 
grossed and read a third time? 

Mr. WICK hoped there would be no objection 
to the passage of this bill. He said it only ailorded 
relief to the extent of three bounty land warrants. 
He pointed out the restrictions of the bill, and said 
they were such as secured the Government against 
the possibility of loss. He hoped the bill would 
be passed now, and not referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, which 
would occasion such delay and vexation, as to de- 
feat the object of the bill by the postponement of 
justice. 

Pending the question on this bill— 

Mr. VINTON moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, appealed to the 
gentleman from Ohio to withdraw the motion, in 
order that the joint resolution just received from 
the Senate proposing to extend the time for re- 
ceiving proposals for the publie printing—to the 
passage of which he presumed there would be no 
objection—might be taken up and concurred in, It 
would not take five minutes. 

The motion of Mr. VINTON not being with- 
drawn, and having been agreed to— 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. J. R. Ix- 
GERSOLL, of Pennsylvamia, in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year ending 
30th June, 1850. 

The question pending when the committee rose 
yesterday, was on agreeing to the following amend- 
ment of Mr. Rock we u, of Connecticut, as amend- 
ed, viz: 

Provided, That ardent spirits shall not hereafter consti- 
tule any part of the navy ratious; but in Jieu thereof there 
shall be allowed four cents por day. 

Provided also, ‘That neither ardent spirits nor liquor of 
any Kind whatever shall be introduced or kept aboard any 
national vessel, or other vessel in the service of the United 
States, except as a part of the medicinal stores. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding the following: “ As prescribed by 

~the surgeon of the ship.’? After some remarks, 
Mr. Scuenck withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved the following 
amendment, which was disagreed to: 

Strike out all after the word * provided,” and insert— 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to limit the ose of ardent spirits in the navyas far 
as he may deem it expedient to promote the efficiency of the 


service. The commutation to remain as now provided by 
law. 


The question was then put on Mr. Rockwe.u’s 


YEAS—Meeers. Atkinson, Bingham, Birdvall, Blackinar, | amendment as amended, and it was agreed to. 
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Mr. ST 
ment: 

Provided, That the first section of “An act making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year 1842,” approved 
on the 4th day of August, 1842, so far as it restrains promo 
tions in the naval service, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. as 

Mr. S. said (in explanation) that the proposition 
he had just offered was precisely contrary to that 
offered by the gentleman from New York yester- 
day, and which had been withdrawn. The amend- 
ment, probably, might belong more appropriately 
to a former part of the bill; but he supposed that 
it was not inappropriate here or elsewhere. He 
would remark that the provision in the act of 
1842- 

Mr. VINTON raised the question of order on 
the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN inquired to what section the 
gentieman proposed that his proposition should be 
added as an amendment? 

Mr. STANTON said he offered it as an amend- 
ment to the first section. 

The CHAIRMAN thought that it was not in 
order. It might bein order as an additional sec- 
tion, if the whole bit had been gone through with. 

The amendment being again read, was declared 
out of order. 


NTON offered the following amend- 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, inquired whether it | 


was in order to go back to the first section ? 

The CHAIRMAN thought not. After the bill 
had been gone through with, the gentleman would 
then have an opportunity of offering an amendment 
to any part of the bill, if the amendment should 
not be incongruous. 

The following item being under consideration: 


For ordnance and ordnance stores, and small arma, in- 
cluding imeidental expenses, two hundred, and fitty-seven 
thousand dollars 


Mr. VINTON offered the following amend- 
ment: 


For the construction at the National Observatory of a 
magneuc clock, under the superintendence of Dr. Locke, 
and to pay him for the free use by the United States of his 
invention of said clock, and of ali improvements he may 
make thereto, $10,000, 


Mr. VINTON, in explanation, said that he had 
in his hand a letter from the Secretary of the Navy 


and from the Superintendent of the National Ob- 


servatory, stating that this was an improvement of 
great Importance to that institution; a great saving 
would be effected by it. 

Mr. STANTON moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out **ten’’ and inserting ‘elev- 
en”’ thousand. 

Mr. 58., in explanation said, that he had offered 
this amendment for the purpose of saying that he 
presumed every member was familiar with the in- 
strument which it was proposed now to purchase 
and to furnish to the Observatory. At all events, 
he presumed if gentlemen were not familiar with 
the instrument, they knew the fact that it was of 
the highest importance in the science of astron- 
omy. 

Mr. S. proceeded to explain the importance and 
utility of the instrument. 

Mr. BOWLIN inquired whether this instru- 
ment had been adopted in any Observatory ? 

Mr. STANTON replied, that he was not pre- 
pared to say positively whether it had been adopt- 
ed or not. But he presumed that it had been 
adopted at the Observatory at Cincinnati, where 
it had been discovered. 

Mr. 8S. withdrew his amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Vinton, and the vote stood—ayes 64, noes, 
4l—[no quorum voting. ] 

Tellers were appointed, and the vote having been 
again taken, stood—ayes 86, noes 36. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


NAUTICAL ALMANAC. 


Mr. STANTON, under instructions (he said) 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, offered the 
following amendment: 

For the preparation and publication of the American Nau- 
tical Almanac, to be conducted by the Superintendent of the 
Observatory, five thousand dollars. 

Nir. S., in explanation, said that this proposition 
was an old acquaintance of this House, and he 
supposed that it would be unnecessary for him to 
say much on the subject. It had been discussed 
in this House three years ago, two years ago, 
and twelve months ago. It had been recommended 
heretofore, if not at the present session, by the 
Secretary of the Navy; and he believed it had been | 
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admitted on all hands, where the proposition was 








understood, to be of great importance. 

Now, be would say to those gentlemen in this 
House, whose laudable object seemed to be on all 
occasions Lo promote economy in the expenditures 
of the Government, that there would notin reality 
be a loss of one dollar to the Government by the 
adoption of this proposition. The publication of 
the Almanac from data which were now in the 
possession of the Observatory, and which were 
accumulating every day, would relieve the Gov- 
ernment from the necessity of purchasing the same 
work prepared under other Governments. It was 
important to the character of the Government that 
our national vessels should be guided by such a 
work, published in our own country. ‘There was 
no question that such a work could be prepared 
here as well as under any other Government. 
‘There was no question that the work at our Ob- 
servatory was done as well as the work at any 
Observatory in the world, ‘There was no question 
that our Government could put forth a more com- 
plete and accurate work of this description than 
any other country in the world. It was import- 
ant to the character of the country, it was Import- 
ant to our national pride, it was important to the 
national honor and independence, that this work 
which had been so often recommended by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and which now recom- 
mended* itself to the favorable consideration of 
every liberal mind, should be adopted. He hoped 
it would be agreed to. , 

Mr. SAWYER called for the reading of the 
amendment; which was again read. 

Mr. VINTON suggested that an appropriation 


for the purpose contemplated in the amendment | 


was included in that item of the bill for nautical 
books, maps, charts, instruments, and all other 
expenses of the Hydrographical Olfice. 

And, (Mr. V. said,) that in looking to the esti- 
mates, he found that one of the items was for cal- 
culating and publishing a nautical almanac. 


Mr. STANTON said he was not aware that the | Department. 


ore was included in that item. 
And thereupon he withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the same item, 
(i. e. that for nautical books, &c.:) 

For paying the unsatisfied demands upon the fund for 
couunuing tie survey of the coast in the Gulf of Mexico, 
trom Apalachicola Bay to the Mississippi, $4,070, to be taken 
out of the balance of the fund appropriated for that purpose 
by the act of the 3d of March, 1841, wich has been carried 
to the credit of the surplus fund. 

Mr. SCHENCK, in explanation, said that he 
held in his hand a letter from the Fourth Auditor, 
showing the necessity of the appropriation, and a 
recommendation from the Secretary of the Navy 
that a reappropriation should be made to pay these 
unsatished demands. 

tie would not ask that the letter might be read. 
If gentlemen desired it they could say so. 

‘The reading of the letter was not pressed, and 


Mr. SCHENCK having made a brief explana- | 


tion— 


‘The question was taken, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The following item being under consideration— 


For contingent expenses Uiat may accrue for the fol- 
lowhig purpores, Viz: Freight and transporiation; printing 
and stationery; advertising in newspapers; books, maps, 


|) models and drawings; purchase and repair of fire engines 


and machinery; repair of, and attending on, steam-engines 
in yards; purchase and maintenance of horses and oxen, 
and driving teams ; carts, timber-wheels, and the purchase 
and repair of workmen’s touls; postage of public letters; 


furniture for Government houses; fuel, oil, and candies for || 


havy-yards and shore stations; cleaning and clearing up 
yards ; Watchinen and incidental labor not chargeable to any 
other appropriation ; labor attending the delivery of stores 
and supplies on foreign stations; whartage, dockage, and 
rent; Uaveling expenses of officers; funeral expenses ; 
store and office rent; stationery and fuel to navy agents 
and storekeepers; flags, awnings, and packing-boxes ; 


) premiums and other expenses of recruiting; apprehending 


deserters; per diem pay to persons attending courts-marual, 
and courts of inquiry, Or other service authorized by law; 
pay to judge advocates; pilotage and towage of vessels, and 
assistance rendered to vessels in distress, five hundred and 
eight thousand dollars— 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to amend it by 
adding at the end thereof the following: 

Fer the trial of useful inventions and the purchase of the 


night to use patented inventions in the naval service, fifty 
thousand dollars. ° 


Mr. KING, in explanation, said that some 
pean ago an appropriation similar to this had 
een made by Congress, authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to purchase useful inventions for the 
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/use of the naval service. That fund had } 
exhausted. Every year applications were made 
the department, not only that trials might be : 
in inventions, but that the inventions thense\, 7 
might be purchased. He had several Jetie 
the Secretary of the Navy in his desk 
appropriations for inventions of which he pro- 
posed to make use. The Secretary had no doube 
of his authority to purchase the machines Sees 
selves, but he had no right, as he thought, to a 
chase the patents. That was a distinct right. rh 
| Secretary of the Navy thought that the sum of 
| one hundred thousand dollars would be a pr 
| appropriation; but the Committee on Nayal 4p. 
| fairs, taking into view all circumstances, were 
‘| of opinion that it would be better to ask an appro- 
| priation of fifty thousand dollars only. 
| ‘The question was then taken onthe amendment 
| and was decided in the negative—ayes 32, je 
not counted, 
|| So the amendment was rejected. 
MAIL STEAMERS. 


The following item being under consideration: 
| _ Fortransportation of the United States mail between Ney 
| York and Liverpool, between New York and New Orleans 
| Havana, and Chagres, and between Panaina and some poi 
in the Territory of Oregon, $874,600— 
Mr. SAWYER moved to strike out the words 
| ** New Orleans, Havana,”’ so as to make it read 
| “between New York and Chagres,”’&c. Rejected, 
| Mr. KING, of Georgia, under the direction of 
| the Committee on Naval Affairs, moved the fol. 
‘| lowing amendment, to be added at the end of the 
| item, viz: 
| And all contracts made by the Postmaster General for the 
| conveyance of the United States maiis by sea be, and they 
| are hereby, trausferred to the Navy Department, and placed 
| under the direction and supervision of the Seer: tary of the 
|| Navy, whe is hereby invested with all the authority now 
| conterred by law on the Postinaster General authorizing him 
to make or carry into effect such contracts. 
He said he had not time, nor did he propose to 
‘| enter largely into any remarks, to show the pro- 
| priety of transferring these contracts to the Navy 
This mail packet service was de- 
| Signed to be, and would be made to be, a great 
|| branch of the naval service. By mistake, rather 
| than by design, the Postmaster General had been 
‘| authorized to make several contracts for the trans- 
| portation of the mail by steamers. ‘The Post Office 
Srasmieneie was notat all prepared to examine the 
| construction of ships to know whether they were 
|| iva fit condition, or whether they had been con- 
| structed suitably for mail purposes. The Navy 
.| Department had all the necessary means of ascer- 
| taining whether the ships were suitable for this pur- 
| pose. And as they were designed to be a branch 
| of the naval service, he hoped that the contracts 
‘| which had been made by the Post Office Depart- 
/ ment would be transferred to the Navy Depart- 
'| ment. When Great Britain adopted this system of 
| mail steamers as a branch of herown navy, in 1840, 
', she transferred all her post office contracts to the 
| Board of Admiralty, by act of Parliament. The 
amendment which he proposed simply designed 
| to take the same course with reference to the con- 
‘| tracts made by the Post Office Department. We 
| had seen that the ships constructed under the direc- 
‘| tion of the Post Office Department did not answer 
| the purpose for which they were designed. He 
| designed, however, to make no illiberal remarks 
| in reference to the Postmaster General. He believed 
|| the intentions of that officer were good; he believed 
| that he designed to do right; but he had not the 
| necessary means; he had no connection with the 
| Navy Department whatever; he had no bureau of 
construction, no engineers, no naval constructors, 
| no persons connected with his department to ena- 
| ble him to see that the ships authorized were prop- 
erly constructed; and there had been some very 
| lamentable mistakes. He had failed to place naval 
|| officers on board these ships, which was one part 
of the design; the nation, therefore, had been de- 
| prived of the benefits of the instruction whjch the 
naval officers would have received if they had been 
| placed on board these vessels. 
| It was not the design of the committee, by the 
' amendment he had reported, to vary, or in any 
|| degree to interfere with the contracts which had 
| been made by the Post Office Department, but to 
| transfer them to the Navy Department where they 
_ properly belonged, and to place them under the 
| charge of the Secretary of the Navy, that hereafter 
| he might see to it- that these ships should be ren- 
| dered suitable for naval purposes when they should 
|| be desired by the Government. 
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a was not the design of the committee to take 
mails out of the charge of the Postmaster Gen- 
- but simply to transfer the care and supervision | 
oa ships and of the contracts to the Navy De- 
lary by which they should originally have 
os made, and to which they properly belonged. | 
These contracts might be, and he trusted would 
~*~ properly extended as the circumstances of the 
country required. ‘ 

He should endeavor, on the proper occasion, to 
e gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. 
SrronG,}] Who in his argument the other day ex- 
ressed his Opposition to the transmission of the 
mail by these lines of steamers, and to show to this 
House that unless the Government adopted this 
mode of creating asteam navy we should be behind 
the great maritime Powers of the earth, and that 
those Powers would not only commda*d the carry- 
ing trade of the world, but would carry guns to | 
command all the navies of the world. 

Mr. FICK LIN raised a point of order against 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment in or- 
der. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. ; 

Mr. STRONG moved to amend, by reducing 
the amount of the item from $874,600 to $574,600. 

He said he moved the amendment more with 
the hope of eliciting facts upon the subject than 
of effecting any considerable change in the bill. 
The contracts for which this proposed appropria- 
tion was to be made, were with the lines of mail 
steamers between New York and Liverpool, be- 


answer th 


tween New §ork and New Orleans via Havana, | 
and from Panama to Oregon; the other contracts | 


were under the charge of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. He had not recently seen these contracts, 
but he understood them to be contracts for service 
—real or nominal—to be performed by those lines 
when the steamships should have been construct- 
ed; and he supposed chat the Government was 


under no obligation to pay these annuities to any | 


one of these lines until the steamships should be 


put afloat and have commenced their trips. With | 
respect to the line between New York and Liver- | 


pool, it was a fact known to this House that the 


steamships were not completed, and yet by the law | 


of the last session an appropriation had been made 
for the year ending 30th June 1849, of the entire 
sum which would be necessary for the service if 
every one of these steamers were afloat, and the 
same amount was asked to be appropriated now. 
Now, ag the appropriation could not be made until 


the steamships were afloat, and as sdme of them || 


had not been launched until very recently, and 
others were not yet launched, it could not be ne- 
cessary to appropriate $874,000 for the year end- 
ing 80th June, 13850. 

He was unable to say how much of the appro- 
priation of the last year was unexpended; and it 
was to elicit information with respect to this mat- 
ter, wore than for anything else, that he had offered 
the amendment. There must be some of the ap- 
propriations unexpended for the payment of these 
annuities, which, as we had contracted to pay, he 


admitted we were bound to pay, when the steam- | 


ships were constructed and the lines put into oper- 
ation, 

Mr. VINTON ,(on a pro forma amendment to 
the amendment) said he took it for granted, that 


at the end of the year, there would be nothing re- | 


maining of the appropriation for the current year. 
It was true, these ships were not all in service; a 


art of them were; all of the Panama line were. | 


twould be recollected, however, that at the last 
session the Government authorized an advance to 
be made to these contractors, an amount equal to 
the current year’s appropriation, in monthly instal- 
Tents. 


Mr. STRONG (interposing) said this was true || 


with reference to one line, but he believed that 
with reference to the others, no payments were au- 


thorized to be made until the ships were launched. | 


Mr. VINTON replied, that although he had not 


recently looked into the law, he was confident that | 


the advances were authorized to be made to all the 


lines. The whole amount of the previous appropri- || 


ation would therefore be used during the current 
year. 


The question was taken, and the amendment of | 


Mr. Strone was rejected—ayes 37, noes 85. 
Mr. DICKINSON moved to strike out the item 
(given above) for $874,000. He said he desired to 
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elicit some information from the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, or from other the end thereof the following: 
gentlemen who had charge of this subject. Here | « And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and 
was what proposed to appropriate SLU 000000 to, ee to — - a oe na ne 
} t rCTSO » *rsons ft * gates, . ery, ? 
one branch of the public service; he would like poor A ory inte ad ai ethane ante ai emiiee of ona 
to know how long, at the rate we were now going dry dock as in his judgment may promote the public inter 
on, it would take this one branch of the service to |. est. 
swallow up all the revenues of the country. Some Mr. WHITE (in explanation) said he would 
| few years ago, the expenses of the Navy Depart- merely remark that pretty much if not all the work 
ment, prior to the Mexican war, were $6,000,000; | of this stone dry dock was now under contract, 
now, In a time of peace, this bill reported from the with the exception of the mechanical part. He 
Committee of Ways and Means of this House, | had no doubt thata great saving would be made to 
proposed to appropriate $10,000,000, and before || the public by having the whole work put under 
it passed the Senate and linally became a law, |, Contract, 
it might be presumed that it would amount to Mr. VINTON desired to inquire of the gentle- 
$12,000,000. ‘ man from New York (Mr. Wurre) whether this 

Here was one item which he proposed to strike | amendment had been recommended by the Navy 
out, ($574,000, ) for the payment of contracts which Department or by the bureaus? 
had been entered into forcarrying our mails abroad. Mr. WHI (in reply) said that it had not. 
What returns had we received trom this expendi- , He had had no communication with them upon 
ture during the last year? But $29,000; though, that subject. 
by this appropriation, and the appropriation in the The question was then taken, and the amend- 
post office bill, we had appropriated $1,300,000 tor | Ment was rejected. 
this foreign mail wre vant was oe a THE MARINE CORPS 
sroposition before the House and before the coun- Pa ie 
ane appropriate §4,000,000—that was, $200,000 aon ee item being under consideration: 

7 . or pay of officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians 
a year for twenty years—to another company for privates, and servants, serving on shore, subsistenes ot 
carrying the mails. | officers, and pay for undrawn clothing, two hundred and 
| ‘There had been no opportunity given for the | nine thousand and twelve dollars— 
discussion of this bill: a bill appropriating ten Mr. KING, of Georgia, moved to amend it by 
millions of dollars had been in Committee of the | adding at the end thereof the following: : 
Whole on the state of the Union but two hours Provided, That the President of the United States may 
and fifteen minutes, when the general debate upon substitute marines for landsmen in the navy, as far as he 
it was closed, and it was now being pressed through || ™*) deem it expedient to promote the efficiency of the ser- 

: i vice; and he is hereby authorized, by and with the advice 
without any explanations being given as co the ne- || and consent of the Senate, to appoint a suitable number of 
cessity of the great increase in the various Items. | officers for such increase. 

He protested against this mode of doing business. Mr. KING, in explanation, said that the want 
| It was making the House nothing but a bed of | of marines in the naval service of the United States 
justice to register the edicts of the committees who | had long been felt as a great grievance. There had 
recommended the appropriations. ‘There was no | not for many years been any increas@of the ma- 
opportunity given for discussion, for examination, — rine corps, except for purposes of temporary em- 
and the great body of the members knew nothing ployment in the recent war with Mexico. There 
more ahout the necessity for this alarming increase | had been no permanent increase of it. Whilst all 
of expenditure for this branch of the public service | the other naval services of the great maritime pow- 
than individuals at home who only read their pro- | ers of the world had been increasing their marine 
ceedings. He called upon the Committee of Ways | force, that of the United States had remained ste- 
and Means to enlighten the committee upon the | tionary. 
subject, and to give the reasons why these appro- The proposition which the Committee on Naval 
priations should be made. tie would liketoknow — Affairs had directed him to submit did not con 
| how long it would be, if tht increase was contunued | template any increase in the expenses of the navy; 
at the same rate, before the expenditures for the | but, on the contrary, it would cause a diminution, 
Navy Department alone would swallow up all the | inasmuch as landsmen (aa they were termed) in the 
revenues which it was possible for this Govern- naval service received higher wages than marines. 
| ment to collect? There was on board our ships-of-war about one- 

He withdrew the amendment. third of the crew who were landsmen, and who 

The item of $95,000 for navy-yard at New | received twelve dollars (he believed) a month. The 

| York, being under consideration— marines received about seven, (Mr. K. was under- 
Mr. GREELEY moved an amendment to strike stood to say.) Therefore, the change which this 
out the words ‘for two officers’ houses,’’ among | amendment proposed to make would promote 
the enumerated objects of the appropriation. economy as well as efficiency in the naval — 
He occupied the time allowed to explanation in || This was the course adopted in the British navy. 
reading a letter which contained detailed charges | In that service they had almost entirely dispensed 
| of abuses in the administration of this navy-yard, | With landsmen,and had substituted marines. ‘These 
| especially of the funds which had previousiy been | Marines were worked a portion of the time as 
| appropriated for the erection of officers’ houses. landsmen, and at the same time they Were drilled 
Mr. MURPHY (pro forma) moved to insert | @8 marines, and thus rendered more efficient than 
one house instead of two houses. He had not, he |, landsmen in time of war. 
'| said, heard the whole of the letter which his col- || The authority which was proposed to be given 
‘league (Mr. Greeey] had read; but from such |, to the Executive to appoint the requisite number 
|| portion of it as he had heard, he was satisfied that of officers would not be the means of increasing the 
| the information was not such as this House should || expenditure very much, because no great number 
‘| rely upon. He asked his colleague for the name || Would be required. He had not made any partic- 
|, of the author. || ular estimate of the expense, and he could not 
|| Mr. GREELEY said he was responsible for the || therefore speak with certainty; but he thought that 
‘| veracity and worth of the gentleman who wrote || the reduced wages of the marines would more than 
| the letter. cover the increased expenses attending the appoin - 
|| Mr. MURPHY proceeded to vindicate the ap- | ment of such additional officers as might be re- 
| propriation, and to show the necessity of having || quired. hs 
"responsible persons resident at the naval stations | _ This proposition had been recommended by the 
| to protect the prop@rty, &c. ' Secretary of the Navy. It was designed to pro- 
Some explanation passed between Mr. MUR- | mote the efficiency of the naval service, and at the 
PHY and Mr. GREELEY. | same time to promote its practical economy also. 
Mr. MURPHY withdrew his amendment. Mr. McCLELLAND moved to amend the 


| i lause of the 
Mr. TOMPKINS (on a pro forma amendment) || 8endment, by striking out the latter c 

| denounced the aoe — which had = | er eter ae to say, all that related to 
| read in severe terms, and as furnishing no informa- | Me Me. in : 1 cues.) said that he believed 
|| tion upon which this House could or ought to act. || hi Be bi - ; ‘d sat a eae deiinw the 

The question was then taken on the amendment | this subject ha es hat C 4" 
of Mr. Greecey, and it was rejected | last session of Congress; and that Congress — 
{| . , J . | then reduced the number of marine officers. The 
DRY DOCK AT NEW YORK. object of the amendment of the gentleman was, it 
The following item being under consideration: seemed, to bring them back again to the point 

| _ For completing the stone dry dock building at New York, from which they then started. c 

|| four hundred and ninety thousand doliars— || Mr. KING (interposing) taid, not atall. The 


Mr. WHITE moved to amend it by adding at 
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increase of the officers of the marine corps pro- 
posed by the act of 1846, was mer lya temporary 
measure, looking to the increase of the marine 
corps during the continuance of the war with Mex- 


co. 
Mr. McCLELLAND. That is as I understand 
it; and after a full discussion at the last session of 
Congress, we dete rmined that a reduction in the 
marine corps should take place; and it has taken 
place. if | am correctly informed, the object of 
the amendment is, to bring back these very men 
into the service. ‘T’o be sure, the object ts not ap- 
parent on the fuce of the amendment; and perhaps 
the ventieman himself does not contemplate it. 
fut that such is the real object to be attained by 
this proposition, | have no doubt. I have some 
rensons for entertaining this opinion. It is just 
like marching up the bill one day, and down the 
xt. We retrench one day, and on the 
next we place on our statute books the very same 
laws which we had repealed. 

Mr. KING. ‘The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. MeCLELLAND. | I generally understand 
pretty well the subject upon which lam talking; 
1 understand this 

Mr. KING. The amendment proposes a mere 
substitution of marines for landsmen. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman one question: If this is a mere substitu- 
tion, and if this substitution ts necessary, why 
cannot naval officers, of whom we have an abund- 
ance in the service; command as well as marine 
officers ? 

Mr. KING. The one 
is essentially a military service, the other is a 
naval The organization 
corps is very similar to the 


fill the we 


The reason 18 obvious. 


the marine 
organization of the 


service. of 


same number of men acting in the arny on shore. 

Mr. McCLELLAND. We can have them as 
well commanded by officers of the navy as by 
marine’oflicers. ‘These naval officers, | presume, 
know something beyond the routine of their mere 
duties on shipboard, We have them employed 
we have them employed in 
the Observatory ; ‘we- have them employed in di- 
vers services, Where they do not perform duties 
coming strictly within the line of the duties of 
naval officers. Some of the most accomplished 
officers we have are men whose duties are not con- 
fined to those of naval officers alone. 

Mr. KING. The gentleman pays only a just 
tribute to the men of whom he speaks. But as 
well might we detat! a naval officer to the com- 
mand of the army, or send him on shore to lead 
a regiment of dragoons, as put him to command 
marines. — 

Mr. McCLELLAND. That is enough. My 
time is nearly up. [ have but a word more to say. 
It is well known to us that at the siege of Vera 

Cruz one of the land batteries was commanded by 
a naval officer, who discharged his responsible du- 
ties as well as any officer of the army could have 
discharged them. He discharged the duties of 
commander on land, and yet the duties were well 
discharged. ‘his marine service is an anomalous 
kind of service; and, in my judgment, its duties 
ean be discharged as well by naval officers as by 
marine officers. I speak from the knowledge 
which I possess, and which is derived from naval 
officers themselves. But here on one day we make 
the Postmaster General a naval officer, and on the 
next we make the Secretary of the Navy the Post- 
master General. And so we go on making improve- 
ments as we call them, and retracing at every 
subsequent session the steps we had taken at the 
previous Session, 

Mr. KING (interpesing.) And the gentleman 
himself now proposes to do the very thing of 
which he complains, by making a naval ofiicer 
command a marine corps. 

Mr. MecCLELLAND wasabout to reply, when 
the hammer fell. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. McCrecvanp to the amendment of Mr. 
Kine, and it was agreed to. 7 

The question then recurred, and was taken on 
the amendment of Mr. Kine, as thus amended, 
and it was rejected. 

The following item of the bill being under con- 
sideration, to wit: 

Por provisions for marines, serving on shore, thirty thou- 
@and six hundred and st venty-four dollars and eighty cents— 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, proposed an 
amendment, extending the allowance of. bounty 


in the coast surveys ; 
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land to the marines who served in the Mexican 
war. 

Mr. VINTON objected to the amendment as 
out of order, because not germane to the matter of 
the bill to which it was proposed to be applied. 
The amendment proposed a remuneration for past 
services, while the bill was for the pay of services 
for the next fiscal year. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to be 
out of order. 

The Crerx then proceeded with the reading by 
items. 

‘The bill having been read through 

Mr. STANTON moved the following proviso 
to the end of the bill: 

Provided, That the first section of “An act making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year 1542,”? approved 
ou the 4th day of August, 1842, so far as it restrains promo- 


fionsin the naval service, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. 





Mr. STANTON (by way of explanation) was 
proceeding to read the provision of the act of 1842 
now proposed to be repealed, when 

Mr. POLLOCK raised a question of order 
arvainst the amendment. 

But after a few words of conversation between 
Mr. POLLOCK and Mr. STANTON— 

The CHAIRMAN overruled the point. 

Mr. STANTON proceeded. The proviso of 
the act of 1842, now proposed to be repealed, was 
as follows: 

* Provided, That tll otherwise ordered by Congress, the 
officers of the navy shall not be increased beyond tie num- 
ber in the respective grades that were ia the service on the 
first day of January, eighteen bundred and forty-two, nor 
shall there be any further appointment of midsbipmen until 
the number in the service be reduced to the number that 
were in service on the first day of January, eighteen 
hundred and forty-one, beyond which they shail not be in- 
creased until the further order of Congress.” 

He said that the attention of the Naval Commit- 
tee had been called to this subject by the Secretary 
of the Navy, in a communication to the chairman 
of the committee, which he would read, because it 
would show that the amendment he had offered 
was authorized by the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary. Mr. S. read the letter cf the Secretary. 

The proposition was simply to carry out the 
opinion of the Secretary, as expressed in the letter, 
and give to the Executive the power of making 
those promotions, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate of the United States. Such a proviso 
as that of the act of 1842 (proposed now to be 
gepealed) had no existence with reference to the 
army. It was wholly an unusual, and was now 
proved to be an unnecessary restriction, upon the 
constitutional mode of appointment. If Congress 
had confidence in the Executive, the interests of 
the service would be promoted by enabling him to 
give to it such officers as it might require, It was 
well known that the number of the present officers 
of the higher grades in the navy were entirely in- 
sufficient; and for that reason it was now proposed 
to give to the Presideyt the power of making the 
necessary promotions—the same power which the 
President already possessed with reference to the | 
army. } 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, inquired whether 
there was any limit to this power of appointment? 

Mr. STANTON replied, that it proposed the 
same limit and extent which was recognized by 
the law for the appointment of officers for the 
army. 

Mr. 8S. having concluded— 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, desired to say one word 
upon the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the time allotted 
to the gentleman from Tennessee was not out, and 
the gentleman could proceed. 

Mr. KING then proceeded to say, that the re- 
striction now proposed to be repealed was made 
about seven years ago; and that, since that time, 
notwithstanding the war with Mexico, and the 
extent to which the naval officers had suffered from 
sickness, there had been no promotions in the 
navy, except in cases of death and resignation; 
while in the army promotions had been made very 
liberally, as well to meet the exigencies of the ser- 
vice as for the reward of gallant deeds. The re- 
straining proviso of 1842 had had this effect upon 
tne naval service: it had prevented the promotion 
of officers at that period of life when they were the 
most capable of receiving instruction in the higher 
walks of their profession. 

Here the five minutes expired. 


Mr. GREELEY proposed to amend the amend- || 
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ment, by substituting the same amendment w! 

he offered yesterday and withdrew upon a an | 
assurance by the gentleman ‘from Georgia 
Kinc,} which he read as follows: oil 


1 
taken 


r 
» Mr. 


Provided, That no officer of the navy shall hene 
promoted or appointed to a higher grade, so as to |y, 
to the pay and allowances thereof, while there 
officers of that higher grade unemployed or w 


forth hye 
* entit 4 
are alre idy 
MUNG Orders 

On proposing this amendment, he desired , 
state a few facts. We had now an enormons 
number of the higher grades of officers of the havy 
who were entirely without employment. Wh, : 
then, could be the demand for lieutenants: 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, interposed, and cs ed 
for the reading of the amendment oe 

And it was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. GREELEY contended that while a 
were as mawy as fifteen, twenty, or thirty af the 
senior officers of the navy and post captains stan. 
ing still, doing nothing, there should not be a. 
promotions made to those higher grades 
was the purport of his amendment. 

Mr. STANTON interrupted to inquire whether 
the effect of the amendment of the gentleman 
New York would not be to require all the officers 
of the navy to be all the time at sea? 

Mr. GREELEY. No, sir. Whenever thers 
was a demand for more officers, promotions would 
be made. 

Mr. STANTON. So long as a single office: 
remained on shore, there could not bea single pro. 
motion made. oat 

Mr. GREELEY, (continuing.) Not while he 
remained doing nothing; and he considered that yo 
more than just and fair. <A large Qymber of the 
senior captains were now doing nothing but recejy: 
ing their pay, which was forty-five hundred dollars 
a year when in service, and thirty-five hundred 
dollarsa year when out of service; and he went into 
a statement of figures to show what large amounts 
of compensation were received by officers of the 
navy who, from some cause or other, were entirely 
without anything to do. He concluded his state- 
ment, by saying that his amendment would have 
a tendency to diminish the number of this higher 
grade of officers of the navy who were nothing but 
an expense to the Government. His amendment 
was exactly the opposite to that of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Stanron]—the latter pro- 
posing to increase the number of officers. He 
trusted that the committee would give to his amend- 
ment their favorable consideration, and that it 
would be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN now stated the question on 
Mr. Greevey’s amendment. 

And the question being taken by tellers, (Mr. 
Peck and Mr. Toomss,) the count was reported— 
affirmative 56, negative 77. 

So the amendment to the amendment was nega- 
tived. 

Mr. KAUFMAN offered an amendment, (pro 
forma,) to enable him to express his opposition to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
The naval bill now upon the table contained an 
appropriation of nine and a half millions of dol- 
lars; and yet it was proposed to increase that im- 
mense expenditure by authorizing an increase of 
the number of naval officers to an unlimited extent, 
It was not merely a proposition to increase the 
number of midshipmen by four hundred, but to 
repeal the proviso of 1842, which would be to leave 
the matter of appointments without restriction. 

Mr. STANTON interrupted to correct the gen- 
tleman. Should the amendment prevail, there 
would remain the same‘restrictions as now ob- 
tained with regard to the army, which certainly 
did not admit of appointments to an unlimited 
extent. The amendment did not increase the num- 
ber of midshipmen. 

Mr. KAUFMAN called for the’ reading of the 
amendment. 

And it having been read by the Clerk— 

Mr. K. proceeded to affirm that the amendment 
went further than the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy; and he could show, from the 
language of the Secretary’s letter to the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, that ‘the 
measure’? was represented as being merely * of 
great importance to themselves, (the passed mid- 
shipmen,) and, in their judgment, to the public 
service.” 

Mr. STANTON interrupted to reaffirm that the 
amendment went no further than the recommend- 
ation of the Secretary. 
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“Mr. KAUFMAN objected, then, to the Secre- 
rary of the Navy, or aby other officer of Govern- 
eoming here and demanding an increase of 
As much as he respected the 








ment, 
oficial patronage. 
Crp s 
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ingrafted upon the naval bill as was now pro- 
posed, he pledged himself to the committtee that 
he would not vote for the bill upon its fina pas- 
sage. 


431 


Mr. THOMPSON, (to the Speaker.) If the 
House should now adjourn, what will be the reg- 
alar order of business to-morrow ? ‘ 

The SPEAKER said that after an hevur had 


Seeretary, he could not Support, upon his recom- _ Here the five minutes expired, and he withdrew — been given to the reception of reports from com- 
mendation, any, proposition having a acum an his amendment. mittees, the same motion that the gentleman had 
increase the already too exorbitant expenditures Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, (on a pre how made, would be in order. 


for the naval service. 
~ He withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS renewed it, to enable him to ex- 
nregs his opposition. ‘The amendment did not go 
's faras the petitioning gentlemen would have it. 
Their object was to increase the necessity of new ap- 
nontments by increasing the promouons. But had 

y gentlemen yet pointed out the necessity of 
“creasing the Officers of the navy of any grade? 
Where was the evidence of any such necessity? 
Were there not officers at every post more than 
uficient for all the purposes of commanding? He 
bad been told that there were lieutenants in the 
eervice of twelve, and he did not know how many 
more years standing. 

“Mr. STANTON interposed to remind the gen- 
‘eman of the statement of the Secretary, that it 
was “often extremely difficult to procure officers of 
shat grade (lieutenants) for sea-going vessels.” 

“Mr. TOOMBS continuing. You want to make 
nost captains of them, and so by getting rid of 
then). make room for others. He knew and would 


forma amendment to the 


amendment,) advocated 
the proposition of Mr. Sranron, and said it was 
a fact not only testified by the Seeretary of the 
Navy, but which he knew from communication a 
few days since with that departmet, that there 


were not lieutenants sutiicient in the navy. But. 


even if there were bare ly a suffictent number to 
discharge the duties required, something was due 
to the Spirit of the navy, and to the character of 
the service. He proce eded to speak of the distin- 
vuished bravery and gallantry displayed, and of 
the highly valuable services rendered by our nav y 
in the late war with Mexico, mentioning the im- 
portant aid rendered to Commodore Stockton on 
the Pacific coast, the superintende nce of the batteries 
at Vera Cruz, and other instances of distinguished 
service; and to complain of the injusuce which 
had been done by the Government in not afford- 


| Ing a single evidence of gratitude to the navy, 


while it had bestowed honors and promotions upon 
the army. He warmly advocated the proposed 


| grant of authority to the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut. 
row is private bill day. 

The SPEAKER, (continuing.) But as to-mor- 
row is private bill day, if the House should refuse 
to go into private business, any motion, except a 
motion to suspend the rules, will be in order. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. To-morrow isalso objection 
day. 

‘The question was then taken on the motion of 


Mr. Gippincs, and was decided in the negative: 
Ayes 66, noes 67. 


To-mor- 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurring on the motion of 
Mr. THuompson, that the House proceed to the con- 
sideration of business on the Speaker’s table— 

Mr. ‘TURNER moved that there be a call of the 
House, and on the motion demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. . 

Mr. ATKINSON moved that the House ad- 
journ. 


‘The SPEAKER. 


No motion has vet intervened 


: ' : é ; oe mgt since the motion to adjourn was decided. The 
state one thing, and that was, that the expenses of Mr. McLANE moved the following amendment motion, therefore, is not now in order. The 
thenavy had gone on increasing at a most extraor- || to the amendment of Mr. Sranron: 


dinary rate—having been nearly doubled within || 


9 few years—without any corresponding increase 
in its efficiency. He added, that the fact that pro- 
motions came too slow, was conclusive evidence to 
his mind, that there were too many officers—that 
there were at least more than the service required. 
Por these reasons he had supported the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
GREELLY. | 

He withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON renewed it. He thought he 
also had a right to five minutes upon the subject 
before the committee. Although he had not the 
honor of being a member of the Naval Committee, 
he professed to have about as much knowledge of 
the subject as membership of that committee could 
confer. He believed in the remark by the distin- 
guished orator of Roanoke: ‘* Save me from my 
friends, and I will take care of my enemies.”’ 
When he saw gentlemen going on increasing the 
number of the items of these appropriations for 
the naval service, minute after minute, he was 
ready to say, they were enemies of the navy. He 


That from ang after the passage of this act, any navy offi- 
cer who shail have been on active duty in the navy fora 
period of thirty years and upwards, may, at his own request, 
and with the consent of the President of the United States, 
be permitted honorably to retire from active service in the 
navy, ou full pay, in consideration of his long and taithful 
service to the country: Provided, That, in the event of war, 


| all officers so retiring may, at the discretion of the President 


of the United States, be recalled into active service. 
And provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Pres 


| ident toappointa board of Commissioned officers of the navy, 


to consist of three post captains, the surgeon general of the 
navy, and the Secretary ol the Navy, who shall be ex-officio 
a member of the board and president thereot; who shall 


| assemble in the city of Washington within one year after 


the passage of this act, and once a year therealter, whose 


| duty it shall be to designate to the President of the United 


States such officers as, in their judgment, the good of the 


| haval service requires to be placed out of the line of promo 


tion; andit shalt be the duty of the Secreiary of we Navy, 
with the consent of the President of the United Staies, to 
place all such officers on the furlough list, at half the leave 
of absence pay of their respective grades. 

vind provided, further, Tiat it shail be the duty of said 
board to designate tothe President of the United States such 


| Officers as in their judgment the good of the naval service 
| requires to be stricken from the rolls of the naval service; 
and it shall be the duty of the Presidentof the United States, 


question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Iilinois, [Mr. Tunner,] that there be a call of the 
House. 

[Cries of ** Withdraw it—hold on to it,’’ &e.] 

Mr. TURNER persisted in his motion, 

And the question thereon was taken, and decided 
in the negative—yeas 29, nays 129. 

So a call of the House was retused. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, moved that the House 
adjourn, 

The question was taken by tellers, and ths vote 
stood—ayes 89, noes not counted. 

So the Elouse adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following peutions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred; 


By Mr. TUCK: The petition of Amanda M. B. Holmes 
and 65 others, ladics of Auburn, in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, praying Cougress to prevent the extension of slavery 
to withdraw all countenance given by the flag of the United 
States to the slave trade, and to abolish shivery wherever 
Congress has competent jurisdiction. Also, the petition of 
Hannah W. Linds and 49 others, ladies of Victoria, Iinois, 


La 


f 


by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to strike 
the name of such officer from tie rolls of the naval service. 


on the same subject. 
By Mr. BELCHER: The petition of 8. C. Whittier and 
Others, on the subject of postage, &c. 


could not regard any man as a friend to the navy 
who would continue to heap upon it such unneces- 


sary burdens; and he believed that the people 
would take care to disburden the country of such 
members. What did the gentleman from Tennes- 
see propose? In 1842, Congress had attempted to 
correet one of the abuses of the appointment 


power in the hands of the President; and now the 
gentleman was seeking to repeal that restriction, 


and restore the former discretion to the Secretary 


and the President. 

_Mr. STANTON reminded the gentleman from 
Virginia that the amendment was recommended 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. ATKINSON (continuing) said he had as 
much respect for the Secretary of the Navy as for 
‘ny other man; he was one of his constituents. 
But he could not support any opinion of the Sec- 
retary which he knew was not supported by the 
people at large. He could wish that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy had a little more of that good 
moral quality for a public man, which the com- 


mittee (he believed) would give him credit for pos- | 

essing | g ower of saying, | 
No. He considered no man entitled to high com- | 
mendation as a public functionary, if he were des- | 


sessing in a good degree—the 


ulute of the moral courage to say, No. 

He could not see any necessity for increasing 
the naval force; nor could he say to what extent 
the Secretary might go in this project; but he sup- 
posed there were to be promotions of the lieuten- 
ants and midshipmen; and then would come the 
applicants to supply their vacancies. He should 
hot be in Congress then; but he could not do less 
than feel sorry for those who might be; for they 
would be overwhelmed with the applications to 
Secure places in the navy which would come up 
from every hamlet in the country. He said, give 





Mr. MEADE raised a point of order against the 


|; amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order, on the ground of irrelevancy. 

Mr. McLANE appealed from the decision. 

After some conversation upon points of order— 

Mr. BURT moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. McLANE withdrew the appeal. 

The motion of Mr. Burr being agreed to, the 
committee rose and reported progress. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Indiana, rose and said 
that the law which provided for the execution by 
contract of the public printing, required that the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives should advertise for proposals 
for having the printing done by contract. That 
law had been complied with, so far as the adver- 
tising was concerned, and Saturday was the day 
fixed for opening the bids. 


The Senate had this day passed a joint resolu- | 
tion suspending the time for opening the bids for | 


thirty days. ‘The object he had in rising, was to 
ask the House to take up and act upon that reso- 
lution, so that a longer time might be allowed for 
determining by what mode the public printing 
should be done. 

Mary and strong objections were made. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I[ then move that the House 
proceed to take up and dispose of the business on 
the Speaker’s table. We can pass the resolution 
in three minutes, 

Mr. EMBREE demanded the regular order of 
business; and (addressing the Chair) he inquired 
whether the motion was in order? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 


| and the restoration of the tariff act of 1842. 


By Mr- PALFREY: The petition of H. N. Beers and 151 
others, of Westborough, Massachusetts, praying for reduc- 
tion and uniform rates of postage. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: ‘The petition of the citizens of 
Lockport, Hlinois, for a donation of land for a railroad fron 
the Mississippi to the Lakes; also, the petition of the citi- 
zens of Plainteld, Will county, and of Livingston cvunty, 
[ilinois, in favor of a donation of land for the same purpose; 
also, a petition froin one hundred and twenty-one ladies of 
Chicago, against the extension of slavery, and for the aboli- 
lion of it where Congress has the power to do so. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of James 
H. ‘Thompson and others, praying a grant of land for the pur- 
pose of assisting a seminary of learning known as the Salem 
High School, in the county of Green, in the State of Missis- 
Sippl. 

iby Mr. JENKINS: Memorial of the Albany and Rens- 
selaer Horticultural Society in tavor of a law to authorize the 
transmission of seeds, &c., by mail, free of postage. 

By Mr. WILEY: The petition of William G. Clarke and 
one hundred others, ciuzen@ of the counties of Penobscot 
and Piscataquis, Maine, praying for the establishment of a 
post route from Exeter Corner, in the county of Penobscot, 
via West Garland, Northport, Dexter, &c., to Abbot, in the 
county of Piscataquis. 

By Mr. FARRELLY: The petition of James F. Scott 
and numerons other citizens of Mercer county, Pennsylva- 
nia, for the immediate repeal of the existing revenue laws, 
Also, the peti- 
tion of W. W. Pearson and other citizens of Mercer county, 
Pennsylvania, of like import. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: The memorial of Grinnell, Min- 
turn, & Co., and other merchants of New York, for the es- 
tablishment of buoys on Nantucket Shoals, 

By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Seth Whalin, and forty~ 
six other citizens of the county of Saratoga, State of New 
York, praying for a reduction of postage, and graduation on 
letters and newspapers, and the entire abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege. ‘ f ; 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: The petition of sundry inhabitants 
of Tioga and Tompkins counties, New York, tor the exten- 
sion ot the mail route from Ithaca to Speedsvilie, to the vil- 
lage of O-wego. % od 3 

By Mr. STUART, of Michigan: The petition of A. C. 
Van Raalte, and six bundred others, Hollanders and resi- 
dents on North Biack river, in the State of Michigan, ask- 





to the service active, efficient officers, with good | Mr. GIDDINGS moved that the House ad- 


ors , '| ing an appropriation for the erection of a light-house and the 
pay; but no loafers. If sucha provision was to be | journ. 


|| improvement of the barber at the mouth of said river. 
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IN SENATE. 
Fray, February 2, 1849. + 
Mr. Maneum appeared in his seat this day. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the Pre sident of the United States, 
transmitting communications from the Secretaries 
of State, the Treasury, War, and Navy, in reply 
to a resolution of the Senate calling for informa- 
tion relative to the use made by the Government 
of the patent of John B. Emerson; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report from the Secretary of War, showing the 
sums of money advanced to the delegates of the 
Old Settlers, or Western Cherokees, immediately 
after the treaty of 1546; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of War, in 
relation to the claims of Captain George E. Me- 
Clelland’s company of Florida volunteers for mil- 
itary services in the year 1840. 

The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Treasury Department, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 7th 
December, in relation to the expediency of estab- 
lishing a transfer office in the city of New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


RESOLUTIONS OF MICHIGAN, 


Mr. FITZGERALD presented jqint resolutions 
of the Legislature of Michigan against the intro- 
duction of slavery into the new Territories; which 
was read, ordered to be printed, and laid on the 
table. 

MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. DiX presented a petition from citizens of 
South Oyster Bay, in New York, praying for the 
reduction of the rates of postage to two cents; 
which was Jaid on the table. 


PENNSYLVANIA AND THE TARIFF. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I have a num- 
ber of petitions from citizens of Pennsylvania in 
reference to the tariff, all of which represent the 
distress which exists in Pennsylvania, in the mi- 
nine and manufacturing districts. Those distresses 
I know myself to exist, and I am exceedingly 
desirous that some early measure of relief should 
be adopted. ; 

On this subject I have received a variety of let- 
ters from gentlemen residing in my State. One 
gentleman writes to me that he is surprised that 
the present Senate has not already done something 
for the relief of this distress. Another gentleman 
writes to me and charges me with not having pre- 
sented a sufficient number of petitions; and another 
**fears that | have not exerted myself sufficiently 
to procure the desired relief.”’ To these and all 
other gentlemen who have written to me on this 
subject, | beg to say that all bills which contem- 
plate a change of the revenue laws must, by the 
Constitution, originate in the House of Represent- 
atives; and that the moment a bill comes here 
which shall give us the much needed relief, or that 
shall only partially relieve our manufacturers and 
miners, it shall have my cordial and active support. 
On the necessity of protection to the great interests 
of Pennsylvania my mind has undergone nochange. 
The development of our manufactures and our 
mines, with the market their products have fur- 
nished to our farmers, has given our great State 
the hich position it holds in the Union. They 
have filled our mountains and our valleys with an 
industrious and happy people, and they will, if 
properly encouraged, every year add to our wealth 
and our happiness. We were told last fall that 
when the election was over, if the Whig party 
should succeed, a change would take place, and 
we should get back the tariff of 1842. Well, there 
is a majority in the other House—where a tariff 
bill only can originate—of that party; and, although 
the session has two of the three months allotted to 
it already consumed, no bill has come here which 
hints at a change in the system. I desire to make 
no charges of neglect, but to say that I shall be 
most happy to codperate with them in modifying 
the tariff of 1846 as soon as they give me the op- 
portunity. I shall go with them as far as any gen- 
tleman here to give proper protection to all the great 
interests of the country, but I cannot do so until a 
bill comes from the House ef Representatives. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 





' Mr.CAMERON then presented 132 petitions of 


| citizens of Philadelphia county, 9 from Schuylkill. | 


6 from Luzerne, 5 from Montgomery, 5 from Cla- 
rion, 6 from Lehigh, 1 from Columbia, 1 from 


Blair, and 1 from Lycoming counties, in the State 


of Pennsylvania, asking such an increase of the 
tariff as will afford protection to the domestic in- 


dustry of the country; which was referred to the || 


Coramittee on Finance. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition from a num- 
ber of ship-owners of Machias, in the State of 
Maine, praying the erection of a fog-bell at Leb- 
by’s Island; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CORWIN presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
a restoration of the tariff of 1842; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Wil- 
liam B. Page, asking compensation for services in 


the Treasurer’s office; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial from 
merchants and officers of insurance companies in 
Philadelphia, asking for an enlargement of the 
bounds of the navy-yard; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BENTON presented a memorial of Thomas 
H. Holt and the officers of a regiment of Missouri 
volunteers, asking to be allowed extra pay for their 
services; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from a com- 
pany of the same regiment, to the same effect; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from citizens 
of Franklin county, [linois, asking a reduction of 
postage on newspapers; which was laid on the 
table. 


|tem; and the object of this resolution now is to 


| sylvania charge upon me that my object in offer. 
| ing this resolution was to restore the system esta). 


| derstood. 


| alleging that the object of the resolution [ offered 
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of the same quality as the sample given them j 
contract. They have done more printing, too 
has been done for the Government in the 
period of time since the Government first } 
existence. The printing has also been exec 
a much cheaper rate than that at which it w 
merly furnished. The printing done by the 
ties at the last session of Congress was paid fo 
by a sum not exceeding one hundred and a 
thousand dollars, ‘Taking the prices paid to Rit, hie 
& Heiss formerly for the same work, the eng: of 
the same printing would have amounted to thre. 
hundred and seven thousand dollars, makino 2 
difference of two hundred and six thousand dollars 
saved to the Government in the printing of last 
session. There has been great saving in this sys. 


Nn the 
’ than 
same 
ad its 
lted at 
as for. 
8 par. 


change the system. There are combinations of 
individuals around this town who would like well 
to obtain the printing of the Government at jp. 
creased rates. When this system commenced | 
opposed it, considering that the gentlemen of the 
party press should have our printing. 


Mr. PEARCE, Does the gentleman from Penn. 
lished by the resolution of 1819? 

Mr. CAMERON. I did not wish to be so yp. 

Mr. PEARCE. 


I understood the Senator as 


| to the Senate was, to restore the old condition of 


things, and give the contract for printing either to 


| Gales & Seaton or Ritchie & Heiss, so that they 
| might make a large sum of money from it. 


Mr. CAMERON. I desired to be understood 


| in the remark to which the Senator from Mary- 
land alludes, as stating that the effect of the reso- 
lution would be such as to cause a change in the 


Mr. BORLAND moved that Adam D. Steuart || 
have leave to withdraw his petition praying the | 


reimbursement of a sum of money paid by him for 
the recovery of money stolen, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, the papers in the case 
of the members of the bar at Galveston, praying 
for an increase in the salary of the judge, were 
ordered to be withdrawn from the files of the Sen- 
ate. 


EXTRA COMPENSATION TO A POSTMASTER. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved to reconsider the vote of 
yesterday on ordering the bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam De Buys toa third reading. He had voted 
against ordering the bill to its third reading, and 


saw no reason to change his opinion, but he made 


| the object. 


law relating to this contract. 

Mr. PEARCE. The gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania, to my apprehension, said distinctly it was 
My object, sir, in offering that resolu- 


| tion was to enable Congress to make some fur- 


ther provision for the more effectual performance 


| of the duties arising under the contract. The 


gentleman from Pennsylvania has no right to say 
that I had any other object. 

Mr. CAMERON. lI have charged the gentle- 
man from Maryland with no object unworthy ofa 


| gentleman; but that the effect of this resolution 
_ would be to change the system of printing wholly, 


As I have stated, I have no doubt there are per- 


| sons about this House who have been and now are 
| trying to get this system done away with; and I 


the motion to reconsider at the request of, and as || 


a matter of courtesy to, the Senator from Louisi- 
anr. 


The further consideration of the motion was then | 


postponed until to-morrow. ~ 
PRINTING FOR CONGRESS. 

Mr. CAMERON rose to ask some gentleman, 
who was present yesterday and voted in favor of 
the joint resolution relating to the contracts for the 
printing of Congress, to move the reconsideration 
of the vote by which it passed. He was absent 
at the time the vote was taken in consequence of 


know that since the commencement of this print- 
ing, efforts have been made to destroy the contract 
system, and restore the printing to the old system 


| of rewards to the press of the party now coming 


into power. I know nothing in particular of these 
gentlemen who have this contract; all [ am anxious 
about is, that the system now under their super- 
vision shall have a fair trial, and that the money 


| of the Government shall not be squandered. An 
objection made to this system is, that the paper 


furnished is of inferior quality; it is the character of 
paper, however, demanded in the contract. That 


| objection to the present system has been obviated. 


indisposition, and he desired the reconsideration || 


with a view to the reading of a communication 
from the public printers, and of submitting some 
remarks upon the subject of the contract system. 

Mr. HAMLIN moved the reconsideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution has 
been sent to the House of Representatives. It will 
be in order to move that the Secretary be directed 
to request the return of the resolution to the Sen- 
ate, 

Mr. CAMERON. There have been some de- 
fects in the present contract for printing, but they 


are not so great as some gentlemen appear to im- 


agine. Atthe commencement of the system, when 
these parties had not completed their arrangements 
necessary to the execution of the duty devolved 
upon them, the printing of the first document was 
executed in a defective manner. When gentlemen 
talk about the inferiority of the paper furnished 
by these parties, they do not look at the terms of 
the*contract to see whether they have not been 
complied with, but at the style of printing as ex- 
hibited in the various books sent here from New 
York and Philadelphia by the best publishers in 


The appropriate officers under whose charge the 
proposals for printing are issued have made the 


| terms in reference to the quality of paper and style 


of printing so precise and accurate, that none read- 
ing can fail to understand what is expected to be 


furnished in the future contracts. My object in 


making these remarks was mainly to get the reso- 
lution back, so that it may be discussed here upon 
its merits. ; 
Mr. PEARCE. The object of the resolution 
I offered, it will be remembered, was merely to 
postpone the period when these contracts should 


'be made. I stated yesterday, and fairly, that there 


_ing, which we do not have now. 


were some gentlemen who thought that the sys 
tem should be rescinded altogether, and that others 
thought it should be modified; and that such an 
arrangement should be effected, if possible, as that 
Congress might have the control of its own print- 
Because, if the 
printers do not choose to furnish us with docu- 


ments within a reasonable time, we cannot help 


| the country. These gentlemen furnish an article |! issuing frem the regular printing establishment. 


oursel ves—we cannot take the contract from them 
—at least, the Printing Committee have no author- 
ity, | presume,,to order the printing to be done 
elsewhere, if there are any defects in the work 
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